DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

INTERDEPARTMENT CORRESPONDENCE

August 8, 2018

RFQ #: 484-031918
RFQ Title: Bridge Bundle — 2018 Engineering Design Services — Contract #2
Pi #s 0015556/Lumpkin County, 0015567/Union County, and 0015547/Gilmer County

FROM: Curtis Scott, Transportation Services Procurement Manager

TO: Treasury Young, Procurement Administrator

SUBJECT: Ranking Approval

The Office of Procurement's Transportation Services Procurement Section has reviewed and evaluated Statements of
Qualifications, Technical Approach, and Past Performance for the above referenced project.

Attached for your review is one (1) set of the following:

Advertisement and all Addendums

Consultants’ Submission Prescreening Checklist — Phase |

GDOT Guide for Selection Committee Members (Phase | and [I)
Preliminary Ratings and Comments from Evaluators

Selection Commitiee Ratings for Top Respondents — Phase |

Selection Committee Comments for Top Respondents — Phase |
Selection of Finalists Notification and Notice to Selected Finalists
Consultants’ Submission Prescreening Checklist — Phase

Selection Committee Overall Ratings for Phase | and Phase |

Selection Committee Comments for Finalists — Phase Il

Past Performance Reference Checks and any available additional documentation
Verification of Non-Debarment from SAM Website for Intended Awardee
Prequalification Certificate for Intended Awardee

The five (5) highest firms in order of ranking are as follows:

Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.
HNTB Corporation

TranSystems Corporation
Gresham, Smith and Partners
Atkins North America, Inc.

RN

The Selection Committee recommends the selection of the top ranked firm, Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.

Concurrence with Award from Responsible Division Director: Certification Procurement Requirements Met:
Albert Shelby, Director of Progfam Delivery sury Young, oc/Fement Administrator
CSike

Attachments
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Georgia Department of Transportaticn

Request for Qualifications

To Provide

Bridge Bundle - 2018 Engineering Design Services

RFQ-484-031918
Qualifications Due: March 19, 2018

Georgia Department of Transportation
One Georgia Center
600 West Peachtree Street, NW
Atlanta, Georgia 30308



RFQ-484-031818

REQUEST FOR QUALIFICATIONS
484031918
Bridge Bundle 1 - 2018 Engineering Design Services
I. General Project Information
A. Overview
The Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) is scliciting SOQS from qualified firm(s) to provide Engineering

Design Consultant Services for the projects listed below (note that certain projects may be grouped with other
projects and awarded as one (1) contract):

Contract | County Pl/Project # | Project Description
Banks 0015532 SR 51 @ HUDSON RIVER IN HOMER (Bridge design in-house)
1 Elbert 0015543 SR 77 @ COLDWATER CREEK 9.5 M| N OF ELBERTON
Hall 0015551 SR 60 @ CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER IN GAINESVILLE
Madison 0015557 SR 8/SR 174 @ HUDSON RIVER 8.8 MI N OF DANIELSVILLE
Lumpkin 0015556 SR 9/US 19 @ CHESTATEE RIVER 10.25 M! NE OF DAHLONEGA
2 Union 0015567 SR 60 @ SUCHES CREEK 13.1 M! SW OF BLAIRSVILLE
Gilmer 0015547 SR 515/US 76 @ BIG TURNIPTOWN CREEK IN ELLIJAY {northbound)
Walton 0015568 SR 83 @ POLECAT CREEK 1 MI NW OF GOOD HOPE
3 Lincoln 0015555 SR 79 @ BROAD RIVER 15.7 MI NW OF LINCOLNTON
Newton 0015560 SR 81 @ YELLOW RIVER IN PORTERDALE
Houston 0015553 SR 7/SR 127/US 41 @ BiG INDIAN CREEK IN PERRY
4 Crisp 0015540 SR 7/US 41 @ CEDAR CREEK 1.5 MI S OF CORDELE
Randolph | 0015563 SR 41@ BARGE CREEK 12 MI NE OF CUTHBERT {Bridge design in-house)
Meriwether i 0015558 SR 41 @ COLEMAN CREEK 4 M1 S OF LUTHERSVILLE
Muscogee | 0015559 SR 520/US 280 @ CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER IN COLUMBUS
5 SR 22 @ SOUTH FORK UPATOI CREEK 1 MILE E OF GENEVA (Bridge
Talbot 0015564 design in-house)
SR 22 @ RICHLAND CREEK 6.7 MI E OF TALBOTTON (Bridge design in-
Talbot . 0015565 house)
Talbot 0015566 SR 190 @ NS #718623W 2.5 MI W OF MANCHESTER
Bartow 0015534 SR 3/US 41 NB @ SR 293/CSX #340429D IN EMERSON
Bartow 0015535 SR 3/US 41 SB @ SR 293/CSX #340429D IN EMERSON
6 SR 48 @ RACCOON CREEK 3 MI W OF SUMMERVILLE {Bridge design in-
| Chattooga | 0015539 house)
i_Fond 0015544 SR 293 @ DYKES CREEK 5.4 MI E OF ROME
[ SR 101 @ EUHARLEE CREEK TRIB IN ROCKMART ({Bridge design in- |
Polk 0015561 house)
Catoosa 0015538 SR 3 @ PEAVINE CREEK 3.7 M E OF FT OGLETHORPE
7 i Dade 0015541 SR 58 @ SQUIRREL TOWN CREEK 4 Mi NE OF TRENTON .
Dade 1 0015542 SR 136 @ LOOKOUT CREEK I
8 ! Fulton 0015546 SR 14 @ NS #718047H IN ATLANTA -
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This Request for Qualifications (RFQ) seeks to identify potential providers for the Scope of Services for the
project/contract listed in Exhibit I. Firms that respond to this RFQ, and are determined by GDOT to be sufficiently
qualified, may be deemed eligible, and invited to offer a technical approach and/or possibly present and/for interview
for these services. All respondents to this RFQ are subject to instructions communicated in this document, and are
cautioned to completely review the entire RFQ and follow instructions carefully. GDOT reserves the right fo reject
any or all Statements of Qualifications or Technical Approach, and to waive technicalities and informalities at the
discretion of GDOT.

B. IMPORTANT- A RESTRICTION OF COMMUNICATION IS IN EFFECT FOR THIS PROJECT.

From the advertisement date of this solicitation until successful respondents are selected and the award is made
official and announced, firms are not allowed to communicate about this solicitation or scope with any staff of GDOT
including the Commissioner and GDOT Board Members, except for the submission of questions as instructed in
the RFQ, or with the contact designated in RFQ Section VIII.C., or as provided by any existing work agreement(s).
For violation of this provision, GDOT reserves the right to reject the submittal of the offending respondent.

C. The Georgia Department of Transportation Board has adopted a 15% overall annual goal for DBE
participation on all federally funded projects. This goal is not to be considered as a fixed quota, set aside
or preference. The DBE goal can be met by prime contracting, sub-contracting, joint-venture or mentor/
protégé relationship.

Georgia Department of Transportation will monitor and assess each consultant services submittals for their DBE
participation and/or good faith effort in promoting equity and opportunity in accordance with the state of Georgia,
Department of Transportation Disadvantage Business Program Plan.

For more information on the GDOT DBE Program please contact:

Georgia Department of Transportation
Equal Opportunity Division

One Georgia Center, 7 Floor

600 West Peachtree Street, NW
Atlanta, Georgia 30308

Phone: (404)631-1972

D. Scope of Services

Under the terms of the resuiting Agreements, the selected consultants will provide full engineering design services
as well as all associated engineering related services, for the GDOT Project identified. The anticipated scope of
work for the project/contract is included in Exhibit 1-1 thru Exhibit 1-8.

In addition, GDOT desires that the Consultant have the ability to provide, either with its own forces or through a
sub-consultant team member, comprehensive services necessary to fulfill all preliminary engineering services which
may arise during the project cycle.

E. Contract Term and Type

GDOT anticipates one (1) Multi-Phase, Project Specific contract to be awarded to one (1) fim, for the
project/contract identified. GDOT anticipates that the Contract Type will be paid via Firm Fixed Price and/or Cost
Plus Fixed Fee methodology. As a Project Specific contract, it is the Department’s intention that the Agreements
will remain in effect until successful completion of the preliminary engineering phase of the projects, and may
choose to utilize the selected consultant for use on construction revisions as necessary.

F. Contract Amount

The Multi-Phase, Project Specific contract amount will be determined via negotiations with the Department. If the
Department is unable to reach a satisfactory agreement and at reasonable rates to be paid for the services to be
provided, the Department reserves the right to terminate negotiations with the highest scoring finalist and begin
negotiations with the next highest scoring finalist.
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Selection Method

A.

Method of Communication

All general communication of relevant information regarding this soiicitation will be made via the Georgia
Procurement Registry (GPR) under RFQ-484-031918. All firms are responsible for checking the GPR on a regular
basis for updates, clarifications, and announcements. GDOT reserves the right to communicate via electronic-mail
with the primary contact listed in the Statements of Qualifications. Other specific communications will be made as
indicated in the remainder of this RFQ.

Phase | - Selection of Finalists

Based on the Statements of Qualifications submitted in response to the projects/contracts listed in this RFQ, the
Selection Committee will review the Experience and Qualifications and Resources and Workload Capacity
listed in Section iV. Selection Criteria for Phase I. The Selection Committee will discuss the top submittals and
the final rankings of the top submittais will be determined. From the final rankings of the top submittals, the Selection
Committee will identify three (3) to five (5) firms which will be shortlisted.

Ali firms must meet the minimum requirements as listed in Section IV.A. below.
Finalist Notification for Phase Il

Firms selected and shortlisted as finalists will receive notification and final instructions from GDOT regarding the
Phase Il - Technical Approach response.

Phase Il - Finalists Response on Technical Approach and Past Performance

GDOT will request a Technical Approach of the three (3) to five (5) finalist firms for the project/contract. GDOT
reserves the right to request a presentation/interview on any project/contract as determined in its best interests;
however, this additional requirement shall typically be reserved for the most complex projects. Each finalist firm
shall be notified in writing and informed of the Technical Apprach due date. Any additional detailed Technical
Approach instructions and requirements, beyond that provided in Section V. Selection Criteria for Phase L, for
the finalists will be provided in the Finalist Notification. All members of the Selection Committee will review the
Technical Approach {and will attend the presentation/interview if so chosen). Firms shall not address any
questions, prior to the award announcement, to anyone other than the designated contact.

Final Selection

Final selection will be determined by carrying the scores from Phase | forward for each Finalist and by evaluating
the Technical Approach and Past Performance criteria for Phase Il. The Selection Committee will discuss the
Finalist's Phase Il Responses and the final rankings will be determined.

Negotiations will then be initiated with the top-ranked firm(s) to finalize the terms and conditions of the contract(s),
including the fees to be paid. In the event a satisfactory agreement cannot be reached with the highest-ranking
firm(s), GDOT will formally terminate the negotiations and possibly enter into negotiations with the second highest-
ranking firm, and so on in turn until a mutual agreement is established and GDOT awards a contract. The final form
of the contract shall be developed by GDOT.

lll. Schedule of Events

The following Schedule of Events represents GDOT’s best estimate of the Schedule that will be followed. All times
indicated are prevailing times in Atlanta, Georgia. GDOT reserves the right to adjust the Schedule as GDOT deems
necessary.
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PHASE | DATE TIME
a. GDOT issues public advertisement of RFQ -484-031918 2M16/2018 | -
b. Deadline for submission of written questions and requests for clarification 3/5/2018 2:00 PM

¢. Deadline for submission of Statements of Qualifications 3/119/2018 2:00 PM

d. GDOT completes evaluation and issues notification and other information to

finalist firms TBD
PHASE Il
&. Deadline for submission of written questions from finalists TBD 2:00 PM
f. Phase Il Response of Finalist firms due TBD TBA

IV. Selection Criteria for Phase | - Criteria for Evaluation of Statements of Qualifications
A. Area Class Requirements and Certification

Presented teams must be prequalified in the indicated Area Class{es) in order to be evaluated. Required proof of
prequalification shall be submitted as indicated in Section VI.B.4. below. All Submittals will be pre-screened to
verify that the Prime consultant has the required Area Class(es) and that the overall team has the required Area
Class(es). Any submittal in which the Prime consultant or the overail team area class requirements are not met will
be disqualified from further consideration.

Each submittal will require a certification to allow the Department to analyze risks in determining if any Firm should
be ineligible for award. The certification shall cover a wide variety of information. Any firm which responds in any
potentially concerning manner must provide additional information as directed herein for consideration by GDOT to
determine if Firm is eligible for award.

B. Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Experience and Qualifications — 30%

The Selection Committee will evaluate all firms on their Experience and Qualifications, which shall account for a
total of thirty (30%) percent of the total evaluation. The following criteria for scoring Phase | of the evaluation
will be utilized to determine which firms are shortlisted:

1. Project Manager education, registration, relevant engineering experience, relevant project management
experience, experience in utilizing GDOT specific processes, manuals, or guidance.

2. Key Team Leaders’ education, registration, relevant technical experience, and relevant experience in utilizing
GDOT specific processes, manuals, or guidance.

3. Prime Consultant’s experience in delivering projects of similar complexity, size, scope, and function.

C. Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity — 20%

The Selection Committee will evaluate all firms on their Resources availability and Workload Capacity which shall
account for a total of twenly (20%) percent of the total evaluation. The following criteria for scoring the
Resources and Workload Capacity will be utilized to determine which firms are shortlisted:

Project Manager Workload

Workioad capacity of Key Team Leader(s)
Resources dedicated to delivering project
Ability to Meet Project Schedule

PN
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V. Selection Criteria for Phase |l - Criteria for Evaluation of Technical Approach and Past Performance

A. Technical Approach — 40%

The Selection Committee will evaluate the shortlisted firms (Finalists) on their Technical Approach, which shall
account for a total of forty (40%) percent. The Selection Committee shall utilize the following additional criteria for
scoring Phase Il of the evaluation to determine the highest ranked/most qualified (NOTE: Scores from Phase |
will be carried forward and combined with the scores from the Phase Il to determine the final ranking of
Finalists}):

1. Provide any unique technical approaches your firm offers relative to addressing anticipated design concepts,
use of any alternative methods for delivery (if applicable), and/or management of the project.

2. Identify any unique challenges of the project and how your firm intends to mitigate these challenges, including
quality control, quality assurance procedures. Provide any specific qualifications, skills, knowiedge of the
project and project area which may uniquely benefit the firm and project, and your ability and willingness to
meet time requirements.

B. Past Performance —10%

The Selection Committee may consider information provided via references provided for relevant projects,
knowledge any selection committee member has of performance on relevant projects, and performance evaluations
or knowledge presented on GDOT projects. The Selection Committee will consider all factors in their totality and
score from 0 to 10 when arriving at a final score for the Past Performance.

VI. Instructions for Content and Preparation of Statements of Qualifications — Phase | Response

The Statements of Qualifications submittal must be submitted in accordance with the instructions provided in

Section VIII, and must be organized, categorized using the same headings (in red), and

numbered and lettered exactly as outlined below, and must be responsive to all requested information.
For the sections in which page number limits are stated, each section with a stated limit must begin on a new
page and end on the last page allowed for the section. It is not allowed to begin new sections on a page allowed
for a previous section, if applicable. This will enable the Department to ensure compliance with the page
limitations.

Cover page — Each project/contract submittal must have a separate cover page for each copy of each submittal for
each project/contract and each must list the RFQ#, RFQ Title, proposing firm's full legal name and the
specific project contract being submitted on to include the Project Numbers, PI Numbers, County(ies),
and Description.

A. Administrative Requirements

It is required to submit the information below for each copy of each submittal. This is general information
and will not be scored but may be used to determine eligibility for selection. Under Administrative
Requirements section, only submit the information requested; additional information will be subject to
disqualification of your firm.

1. Basic company information:

a. Company name.

b. Company Headquarter Address.

¢. Contact Information - Name and all contact information (telephone number(s) and e-mail address) of
primary proposing contact (this wili be the individual with whom the Department will direct all
communications).
Company website (if available).
Georgia Addresses - Identify and provide addresses for the offices located in the State of Georgia.
Staff - List the number and disciplines of staff members employed in each office in the State of Georgia.
Ownership - Provide form of ownership, including state of residency or incorporation, and number of years
in business. |s the Offeror a sole proprietorship, partnership, corporation, limited liability Corporation, or
other structure?

@"po
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4.

Certification Form - Complete the Certification Form (Exhibit “II” enclosed with RFQ), and provide a notarized
original within the firm's Statement of Qualifications. This is to be submitted for the Prime ONLY.

Georgia Security and Immigration Compliance Act Affidavit — Complete the form (Exhibit “fif” enclosed with RFQ),
and provide a notarized original within the firm's Statement of Qualifications. This is to be submitted for the
Prime ONLY.

Addenda - Signed cover page of any Addenda issued for the Prime ONLY.

B. Experience and Qualifications

1.

Project Manager - Provide information pertaining to the project manager, including but not limited to:

Education.

Registration (if necessary and applicable.)

Relevant engineering experience.

Relevant project management experience for projects of similar complexity, size, scope, and function.
Relevant experience utilizing GDOT specific processes, manuals, or guidance (Plan Development Process,
Design Policy, Environmental Procedures Manual, etc.).

poooTp

This information is limited to two (2) pages maximum.

Key Team Leaders - Provide experience of Key Team Leaders (defined as those individuals who oversee
project areas determined as particularly important to each specific project, refer to the Project Description in
Exhibit I, specifically Section 7 for the list of Key Team Leaders for each Project). For each Key Team Leader
identified provide:

Education.

Registration (if necessary and applicable )

Relevant experience in the applicable resource area of the most relevant projects.

Relevant experience utilizing GDOT specific processes, manuals, or guidance (PDP, Design Policy,
Environmental Procedures Manual, etc.) which are specific to the key team leader's area.

coop

This information is limited to one (1) page maximum for each Key Team Leader identified in Section 7
of each Exhibit|. Respondents submitting more than one (1) page for each Key Team Leader identified
will be subject to disqualification. Respondents who provide more Key Team Leaders than what is
outlined in the requirement will be subject to disqualification as this would provide an advantage over
firms who complied with the requirement and had the required number of Key Team Leaders.
Respondents who do not provide the required Key Team Leaders will be subject to disqualification as
this does not meet the requirements of the project and therefore would deem the respondent and its
team unqualified for the award.

Prime Experience - Provide information on the prime's experience and ability in delivering effective services for
projects of similar compiexity, size, scope, and function, which demonstrate the firm's capabilities to provide
services for GDOT. For each project, the foliowing information should be provided:

Client name, project location and dates during which services were performed.

Description of overall project and services performed by your firm.

Duration of project services provided by your firm, and overall project budget.

Experience utilizing GDOT specific processes, manuals, or guidance (PDP, Design Policy, Environmental
Procedures Manual, etc.)

Client(s) current contact information inciuding contact names and telephone numbers.

Involvement of Key Team Leaders on the projects.

aoow

™0

This information is limited to two (2) pages maximum.
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4,

Area Class Summary Form and Notice of Professional Consultant Qualifications - Prime Consultants are
defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT will contract. The
Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their sub-consultants, who are considered team members. Prime
Consultants and their sub-consultant team members must meet the Area Class requirements listed in Exhibit |
for each project on which they apply. In regards to the required Area Classes, for each project/contract on which
they apply, respondents should submit a summary form (exampie provided in Exhibit IV) which details the
required area classes for the Prime Consultant and all sub-consultants or joint-venture of consultants on the
team listed in the Statement of Qualifications. The area classes and firm's meeting the area classes listed on
the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be disqualified. If a team member's
prequalification will expire prior to the due date of the SOQs, documentation must be provided which shows
that the firm has submitted its application for prequalification prior to the SOQ due date. The team must maintain
its prequalification certification in order to be considered eligible for award if selected. Additionally,
respondents should submit the Notice of Professional Consultant Qualifications (for the Prime
Consultant and all sub-consultants for each project) issued by GDOT and attach after the Area Class
summary form.

This information is limited to the one (1) page for the Area Class table (unless the project needs require
an extensive list of area classes) and the required Notice of Professional Consultant Qualifications.

C. Resources/Workload Capacity

1.

Overall Resources - Provide information regarding the overall resources dedicated to delivering the specific
project, including:

a. Organizational chart which identifies the project manager, prime, Key Team Leaders, support personnel,
and reporting structure.

b. Primary Office - Identify and discuss the primary office which will be responsible for handling the specific
project and the number and types of staff within the office and how this office could benefit the project and
promote efficiency.

¢. Narrative on Additional Resource Areas and Ability ~ Respondents are also allowed one page to provide
information regarding additional resource areas identified as important to the project, to discuss how the
key areas will integrate and work together on the project, to discuss any information which is pertinent to
these areas, to provide a narrative regarding how the organization of the team, including the PM and Key
Team Leaders can deliver the project on schedule given their workload capacity. (GDOT recognizes that
some individuals may be able to meet the schedule while carrying heavier project loads.) Respondents
may discuss the advantages of your team and the abilities of the team members which will enable the
project to meet the proposed schedule as identified in Exhibit | (where applicable). If there is no proposed
schedule, discuss the advantages of the team and the abilities of the team members which will enable the
project to move as expeditiously as possible. Respondents submitting more than the one (1} additional
page allowed, will be subject to disqualification.

Project Manager Commitment Table - Provide a list of ALL projects (GDOT, other governments and private
contracts — information may be validated and any firm determined not to be listing all projects may be subject
to disqualification) on which the proposed project manager is currently committed, to enable the Department to
ascertain the project manager's availability. Utilize a table similar to the following format with @ minimum of all
criteria indicated to provide the requested information:

Project
Manager | Projects/Name of on Project Descrintion of Project Project Commitment in

Pl/Project # for GDOT Role of PM | Project Current Phase | Current Status of | Monthly Time

Customer for Non-GDOT Hours
Projects

]
i
!

Key Team Leader Project Commitment Table - Provide a table similar to the below, with a minimum of ali criteria
indicated, which identifies ALL projects the Key Team Leaders (refer to the Project Description in Exhibit |,
specifically Section 7 for the list of Key Team Leaders for each Project) are committed on to enable the
Department to ascertain the available capacity.
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Key : Pl/Project# for GDOT Roie of Key | Project Current Phase | Current Status of | Monthly Time
Team | Projects/Name of Team Description of Project Project Commitment in
Leader | Customer for Non-GDOT | Leader on Hours

! Projects Project

1

]

This information is limited to the organization chart, one (1) page of text (for the Primary Office and Narrative
on Ability discussion), and the tables.

VIl. Instructions for Preparing Technical Approach and Past Performance Response — Phase Il Response

The following information will only be requested of the shortlisted firms. The Selection Committee will evaluate
the shortlisted firms using the information provided as requested below {(NOTE: Scores from Phase | will be
carried forward to Phase Il):

The Phase |l response must be submitted in accordance with the instructions provided in Section IX, and must
be orqanized, categorized using the same headings (in red), and numbered and

lettered exactly as outlined below, and must be responsive to all requested information. For the sections in
which page number limits are stated, each section with a stated limit must begin on a new page and end on the
last page allowed for the section. It is not allowed to begin new sections on a page allowed for a previous
section, if applicable. This will enable the Department to ensure compliance with the page limitations.

Phase Il Cover page — Each submittal must have a separate cover page for each copy of each Phase |l submittal and
each must indicate the response is for Phase 11, list the RFQ#, RFQ Title, proposing firm's full
legal name and the specific project contract being submitted on to include the Project Numbers,
Pl Numbers, County(ies), and Description.

A. Technical Approach

1. Provide any unigue technical approaches your firm offers relative to addressing anticipated design concepts,
use of any alternative methods for delivery (if applicable), and/or management of the project.

2. Identify any unique challenges of the project and how your firm inténds to mitigate these challenges, including
quality control, quality assurance procedures. Provide any specific qualifications, skills, knowledge of the
project and project area which may uniquely benefit the firm and project, and your ability and willingness to
meet time requirements.

This information will be limited to a maximum of three (3} pages.
B. Past Performance

No additional information should be submitted to fulfili this requirement. Information from the relevant
projects listed as well as information on file with the Department will be used to fulfill this requirement.

Past performance may be evaluated through the checking of project references for the proposed project manager
as well as the firm. The Department will check these references at randem. For this reason, attention should be
paid to the references provided to ensure that the contact information provided is accurate and the individual
references are reachable. Other past performance information which may be utilized includes GDOT consultant
performance ratings as well as knowledge that any member of the Selection Committee has pertaining to the past
performance of the firm on any project.
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VIIl. Instructions for Submittal for Phase | - Statements of Qualifications

A. There is one (1) electronic version submittai required. The Submittal must follow the format and meet the content

requirements identified in Section VI, entitled Instructions for Content and Preparation of Statements of
Qualifications — Phase | Response, See Attachment 1 fora summary of how the submittals should be prepared.

B. Submittals must be typed on standard (8%" x 11%) paper. The pages should be numbered, however, submittal
pages will be counted by section to determine compliance with page limits. Responses are limited to the page
counts indicated in each section using a minimum of size 11 font. Page counts will be determined by pages with
print on them, not by the physicat piece of paper. Each Statement of Qualifications shall be prepared simply and
economically as indicated above. Colored displays, and promotional materials are not desired. Emphasis must be
on completeness, relevance, and clarity of content.

NOTE: Additional pages other than what has been specified above in each section should not be included
and will be grounds for disqualification. Submittals are limited to the information requested in Section VI
Instructions for Content and Preparation of Statements of Qualifications - Phase | Response only. Hyperlinks or
embedded video are not allowed.

Statements of Quallifications submittals must be a PDF document for each project/contract. Each PDF document
must follow the naming convention for electronic records as follows: the proposing firm’s full legal name, RFQ#,
RFQ Title and the specific project contract number being submitted on. To submit your Statement of Qualification
click the following Links:

Contract 1: mailto:tsp sog tech submittal@dct.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-031918%20Contract®%201%20

Contract 2: mailto:tsp _sog tech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-031918%20C ontract®202%20
Contract 3: mailto:tsp soq tech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-031918%20Contract%203%20
Contract 4. mailto:tsp sog tech submittal@dot.qa. ov?subject=RFQ%20484-031918%20Contract®204%20

Contract 5: mailto:tsp_sog tech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-031918%20Contract®%205%20
Contract 6: mailto:tsp_soq tech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-031918%20Contract%206%20

Contract 7: maiito:tsp_sog tech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-031918%20Contract%207 %20

Contract 8: mailto:tsp soq tech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-031918%20Contract%208%20

If a firm is responding to multiple projects/contracts, each submittal must be e-mail separately using the naming
convention for electronic records, and submission link provided. Upon successful receipt of the electronic
submittal, the system will send a receipt confirmation e-mail to the sender. If you do not receive an email receipt
confirmation for your submittal within one hour of your submittal, please contact Folayan Battle at

fhattle@dot.ga.gov.

Statements of Qualifications must be received by GDOT prior to the deadline indicated in the Schedule of Events
{Section llf of RFQ).

No submittals will be accepted after the time and date set for receipt.

All expenses for preparing and submitting responses are the sole cost of the party submitting the response. GDOT
is not obligated to any party to reimburse such expenses. All submittals upon receipt become the property of GDOT.
Labeling information provided in submittals “proprietary” or “confidential”, or any other designation of restricted use
will not protect the information from public view. Subject to the provisions of the Open Records Act, the details of
the proposal documents will remain confidential until final award.

GDOT reserves the right, in its sole discretion, to waive any technicalities associated with this submittal if deemed
in the best interest of the State.

10
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C.

Questions and Requests for Clarification

Questions about any aspect of the RFQ, or the project, shall be submitted in writing via e-mail to: Folayan Battle,
e-mail: fbattle@dot.ga.gov. The deadlines for submission of questions relating to the RFQ are the times and
dates shown in the (Schedule of Events- Section lll). From the issue date of this solicitation until 2 successful
proposer is selected and the award is made official and announced, respondents are subject to the Restriction of
Communication in Section 1.B.

IX. Instructions for Submittal for Phase It = Technical Approach and Past Performance Response

THESE INSTRUCTIONS ARE INTENDED SOLELY FOR THOSE FIRMS IDENTIFIED AND NOTIFIED AS
FINALISTS. Final Instructions will be provided to the Finalists in the notification.

Please note that each project/contract will follow an individual schedule which meets the availability of each
Selection Committee. For this reason, the Notice to Finalists and resulting Phase Il responses may be on
different schedules for each project/contract.

A

There is one (1) electronic version submittal required. The Submittal must follow the format and meet the content
requirements identified in Section VII, entitied Instructions for Preparing Technical Approach_and Past
Performance Response - Phase [l Response. See Attachment 1 for a summary of how the submittals should
be prepared.

Submittals must be typed on standard (84" x 117) paper. The pages should be numbered, however, submittal
pages will be counted by section to determine compliance with page limits. Responses are limited to the page
counts indicated in each section using a minimum of size 11 font. Page counts will be determined by pages with
print on them, not by the physical piece of paper. Each Statement of Qualifications shall be prepared simply and
economically as indicated above. Colored displays, and promotional materials are not desired. Emphasis must be
on completeness, relevance, and clarity of content.

NOTE: Additional pages other than what has been specified above in each section should not be included and will
be grounds for disqualification. Submittals are limited to the information requested in Section VII. Instructions for
Preparing Technical Approach and Past Performance Response-Phase |l Response only. Hyperlinks or embedded
video are not allowed.

C. Technical Approach submittal must be a PDF document for each project/confract. Each PDF document must follow

the naming convention for electronic records as follows: the proposing firm’s full legal name, RFQ#, RFQ Title and
the specific project contract being submitted on. To submit your Technical Approach click the following Links:

Contract 1. mailto:tsp_sog tech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-031918%20Contract%201%20
Contract 2: mailto:tsp_sog tech submittal@dot.ga gov?subject=RFQ%20484-031918%20Contract%202%20

Contract 3: mailto:tsp_sog_tech_submittal@dot. ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-031918%20Contract%203%20
Contract 4. mailto:tsp soq tech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-031918%20Contract%204%20

Contract 5: mailto:tsp_soq tech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-031918%20Contract%205%20

Contract 6: mailto:tsp sog tech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RF Q%20484-031918%20Contract%206%20

Contract 7: mailto:tsp soq_tech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-031918%20Contract%207%20

Contract 8: mailto:tsp sog tech submittal@dot.ga.gov?subject=RFQ%20484-031918%20Contract%208%20

If a firm is responding to multiple projects/contracts, each submittal must be e-mail separately using the naming
convention for electronic records, and submission link provided. Upon successful receipt of the electronic
submittal, the system will send a receipt confirmation e-mail to the sender. If you do not receive an email receipt
confirmation for your submittal within one hour of your submittal, please contact Folayan Battle at

fbattle@dot.qa.qov.

Technical Approach must be received by GDOT prior to the deadline indicated in Notice to Finalists.

No submittals will be accepted after the time and date set for receipt.
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All expenses for preparing and submitting responses are the sole cost of the party submitting the response. GDOT
is not obligated to any party to reimburse such expenses. All submittals upon receipt become the property of GDOT.
Labeling information provided in submittals “proprietary” or “confidential”, or any other designation of restricted use
will not protect the information from public view. Subject to the provisions of the Open Records Act, the details of
the proposal documents will remain confidential until final award.

GDOT reserves the right, in its sole discretion, to waive any technicalities associated with this submittal if deemed
in the best interest of the State.

No submittals will be accepted after the time and date set for receipt.

Responses submitted via facsimile or e-mail will be rejected. All expenses for preparing and submitting responses
are the sole cost of the party submitting the response. GDOT is not obligated to any party to reimburse such
expenses. All submittals upon receipt become the property of GDOT. Labeling information provided in submittais
“proprietary” or “confidential’, or any other designation of restricted use will not protect the information from public
view. Subject to the provisions of the Open Records Act, the details of the proposal documents will remain
confidential until final award.

GDOT reserves the right, in its sole discretion, to waive any technicalities associated with this submittal if deemed
in the best interest of the State.

D. Questions and Requests for Clarification

Questions about any aspect of the Phase || Response for Finalists, shall be submitted in writing via e-mail to:
Folayan Battle, e-mail: fbattle@dot.qa.qov. or as directed in the Notice to Finalists, if different. The
deadlines for submission of questions relating to the Phase 1| Response will be identified in the Notice to Finalists.
From the issue date of this solicitation until a successful proposer is selected and the award is made official and
announced, respondents are subject to the Restriction of Communication in Section 1.B.

X. GDOT Terms and Conditions

A. Statement of Agreement

With the submission of a SOQ, the respondent agrees that he/she has carefully examined the Request for
Qualifications, and agrees that it is the respondent’s responsibility to request clarification on any issues in any
section of the Request for Qualifications with which the respondent disagrees or needs clarified. The respondent
also understands that failure to mention these items during the question period or in the SOQ will be interpreted to
mean that the respondent is in full agreement with the terms, conditions, specifications and requirements in the
therein. With submission of a SOQ, the respondent hereby certifies: (a) that this SOQ is genuine and is not made
in the interest or on behalf of any undisclosed person, firm, or corporation; (b) that respondent has not directly or
indirectly included or solicited any other respondent to put in a false or insincere SOQ; (c) that respondent has not
solicited or induced any person, firm, or corporation to refrain from sending a SOQ.

The respondent also understands that failure to provide required information may result in disqualification. Failure
to provide administrative information may not result in disqualification. At the Department’s discretion, the
Department may notify the respondent that administrative information is not provided or there was an error in the
information provided, and the Department will allow a respondent to provide an update to the administrative
information. However, the exception to this is the provision of the required GEORGIA SECURITY AND
IMMIGRATION COMPLIANCE ACT AFFIDAVIT, which by Georgia Law requires disqualification of the response.
The above changes mentioned to administrative information would be considered allowable as these would be
limited to changes which de not affect the information which the evaluators use to score the respondents. Failure
of a respondent to provide the specific administrative information as required in the notice will result in
disqualification. Any respondent who provides changes in addition to the information requested in the notice shall
be subject to disqualification. Failure of a respondent’s SOQ to provide any information pertaining to a respondent
and its teams qualifications, of any type, will subject the SOQ to disqualification. The Department will not allow
updates to qualifications to be provided to avoid disqualification as this would aliow a respondent to medify its SOQ
and alter the information which evaluators would score. The above changes related to qualifications would not be
allowable as these would allow changes which do affect the information which the evaluators use to score the
respondents SOQ.
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B. Joint-Venture Proposals, Sub-Consultants, and Vendors

GDOT does not generally desire to enter into “joint-venture” agreements with multiple firms. In the event two or
more firms desire to “joint-venture”, it is strongly recommended that one incorporated firm propose and maintain
status as the Program Management firm with the remaining firms participating as major firms. Any joint-venture,
proposed and established as a separate business entity, should have its own set of books and supporting
documentation sufficient for an audit trail. Transactions should be recorded consistent with the joint-venture
agreement, and care must be taken to ensure that the joint-venture bears its equitable share of the costs. Therefore,
‘unpopulated joint-ventures” would not have an adequate accounting system suitable for cost reimbursement
contracts.

However more traditional “populated joint-ventures” are weicomed. A populated joint-venture is where an alliance
is brought to life by infusing it with working capital, employees, and control systems. The alliance implements all
necessary business systems, including payroll processing, purchasing, property control, etc. The alliance will
develop its own indirect rate structure and calculates its own indirect cost rates, based on the direct and indirect
costs it incurs.

Sub-Consultants shall generally be considered any team member which is performing any service which typically
requires prequalification, which is subject to the Audit and Accounting System Requirements, and whose services
are billed as costs. Sub-Consultant Team Members must be written into the resulting Agreement and are subject
to all terms and conditions in the Agreement. Vendors shall be considered any team member which is performing
any service which typically does not require prequalification, which is not subject to the Audit and Accou nting System
Requirements, and whose services are billed as direct expenses. Vendors may not be written into the resulting
Agreement and may not be subject to all terms and conditions in the Agreement.

C. Non-Discrimination and DBE Requirements

The Georgia Department of Transportation in accordance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and 78 Stat.
252, 42 USC 2000d--42 and Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Department of Transportation, Subtitle A, Office
of the Secretary, part 21, Nondiscrimination in federally assisted programs of the Department of Transportation
issued pursuant to such Act, hereby notifies all proposers that it will affirmatively ensure that any contract entered
into pursuant to this advertisement, minority business enterprises will be afforded full opportunity to submit bids in
response to this invitation and will not be discriminated against on the grounds of race, color, sex, or national origin
in consideration for an award.

The Georgia Department of Transportation Board has adopted a 15% overall annual goal for DBE
participation on all federally funded projects. This goal is not to be considered as a fixed quota, set aside
or preference. The DBE goal can be met by prime contracting, sub-contracting, joint-venture or mentor/
protégé relationship.

Georgia Department of Transportation will monitor and assess each consultant services submittals for their DBE
participation and/or good faith effort in promoting equity and opportunity in accordance with the state of Georgia,
Department of Transportation Disadvantage Business Program Plan.

For more information on the GDOT DBE Program please contact;

Georgia Department of Transportation
Equal Opportunity Division
One Georgia Center, 7" Floor
600 West Peachfree Street, NW
Atlanta, Georgia 30308
Phone: (404) 631-1972
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D. Audit and Accounting System Requirements

GDOT reserves the right to reject any proposai with firms that do not meet the foliowing requirements:

1. Firm(s) should have an accounting system in place to meet requirements of 48 CFR Part 31 and, in the case
of non-profit organizations, OMB Circular A-122.

2. Any firm that currently has an aggregate contract amount exceeding $250,000 should have submitted their
yearly CPA overhead audit.

3. Firm(s} should have no significant outstanding deficient audit findings from previous contracts with GDOT that
have not been resolved.

4. The prime is responsible for being reasonably assured that all sub-consultant(s) presented as a part of the
proposed team are similarly in compliance with the above requirements.

E. Submittat Costs and Confidentiality

All expenses for preparing and submitting responses are the sole cost of the respondent submitting the response.
The Department is not obligated to any respondent to reimburse such expenses. All submittals upon receipt
become the property of the Department. Labeling information provided in submittals as “proprietary” or
“confidential’, or any other designation of restricted use will not protect the information from public view. Subject to
the provisions of the Open Records Act, the details of the proposal documents will remain confidential untif a final
award.

F. Award Conditions

This request is not an offer to contract or a solicitation of bids. This request and any proposal submitted in response,
regardless of whether the proposal is determined to be the best proposal, is not binding upon the Department and
does not obligate the Department to procure or contract for any services. Neither the Department nor any
respondent submitting a response will be bound unless and until a written contract mutuaily accepted by both parties
is negotiated as to its terms and conditions and is signed by the Department and a respondent containing such
terms and conditions as are negotiated between those parties. The Department reserves the right to waive non-
compliance with any requirements of this Request for Qualifications and to reject any or all proposals submitted in
responses. Upon review of responses, the Department will determine the respondent(s) proposal that in the sole
judgment of the Department is in the best interest of the Department (if any is so determined), with respect to the
evaluation criteria stated herein. The Department then intends to conduct negotiations with such respondent(s) to
determine if an acceptable contract may be reached.

G. Debriefings

In iieu of Pre-Award and Post-Award debriefings, it shall be the Department's policy to provide the “Selection
Package” at the time of the Selection Announcement (also referred to as the Announcement of Entering into
Negotiations). The “Selection Package” will include the scores and comments of phases for all firms who
responded and will typically be provided as a PDF file and e-mailed. Previously, pre-award debriefings only
provided the scores and comments of the fim. It shall be the policy of the Department that all debriefings will
typically be conducted in writing.

H. Right to Cancel or Change RFQ
GDOT reserves the right to cancel any and all Request for Qualifications where it is determined to be in the best
interest of the Department to do so. GDOT reserves the right to increase, reduce, add or delete any item in this
solicitation as deemed necessary.

It is the responsibility of all firms interested in submitting Statement of Qualifications (SOQs) for this advertisement
to routinely check the posting on the Georgia Procurement Registry for any revisions to this RFQ.

I. Substitutions, Alternates, Exceptions, and Extensions

No substitutions or alternates will be accepted for this solicitation. Any respondent submitting substitutions or
alternates will be considered non-responsive and will not be considered for award.
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J.

GDOT Code of Conduct Pertaining to Conflict of Interest in the Award and Administration of Contracts

Pursuant to GDOT Policy 3A-17, any GDOT employee who leaves the employment of the Department and
subsequently becomes employed with a consultant firm and whose duties while employed with the Department
included the direct involvement with the negotiation, administration, or management of a contract in which the firm
is either the primary consultant or a sub-consultant SHALL NOT be authorized to work on that contract as an
employee of that firm for a period of one (1) year after their employment ends.

Additionally, on July 1% of each year, any consultant firm that is under contract with the Department as a prime or
sub consultant shall provide to the Department's Chief Procurement Officer (CPO) a current list of all former
Department employees employed by the firm and a document that certifies the responsibilities of those employees
as it relates to the current contracts with the Department. This certification document shall attest to the fact that
over the last year no former Department employee that is employed by their firm has worked on a contract between
the Department and their firm where that employee, when employed by the Department, had direct involvement
with the selection, award andfor administration of the consultant contract. Any consultant firm entering into a
contract with the Department for the first time as a prime or sub consultant shall provide the initial required list of
former Department employees and cerification prior to the contract effective date. If the Department's CPO
determines at any point during a contract that an actual conflict exists as it relates to the above paragraph, then the
CPO shall have the authority to issue a stop work order on that contract.
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EXHIBITI -1
Contract 1
1. Project Number: N/A
2. Pl Numbers: | 3. County | 4. Description:
0015532 | Banks SR 51 @ HUDSON RIVER IN HOMER (Bridge design in-house)
0015543 | Elbert SR 77 @ COLDWATER CREEK 9.5 MI N OF ELBERTON
0015551 | Hall ! 5R 60 @ CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER IN GAINESVILLE ‘
0015557 ;| Madison | SR 8/SR 174 @ HUDSON RIVER 8.8 MI N OF DANIELSVILLE |

5. Required Area Classes:

Prime Consuitants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT
will contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their subconsultants, who are considered team
members. The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime
Consultant or subconsultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B.
Respondents shouid submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes
for the Prime Consultant and all subconsultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of
Qualifications. The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be
disqualified. The Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

AND

Number | Area Class
4.01a Minor Bridge Design

OR

[ 4.01b | Minor Bridge Design - CONDITIONAL ]

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be
prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) [ NEPA

1.06(b) | History

1.06(c) | Air Quality

1.06(d) | Noise

1.06(e) | Ecology

1.06(f) | Archaeology

1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.06(h) ! Bat Surveys

1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
5.01 Land Survey

5.02 Engineering Surveying

5.08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)
6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b} | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

6.05 Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies
| 9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan
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6. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of the
environmentai document including all required special studies, preliminary construction plans, hydraulic and hydrological
studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, final right-of-way plans (including revisions}, erosion control
plans, staging plans and final construction plans (including revisions through project final acceptance). All required
engineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. All deliverables shall be in accordance with the Plan
Development Process (PDP), Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide (PPG), National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual (EPM).

Task Orders #1, 2 & 4 are expected to be for Traffic Analysis and Projections, Limited Concept report, Land Survey and
Environmental surveys and reports. Task Order #3 will be for a Targeted Stakehoider Group, Land Survey, Constructability
Review and Environmental Boundary Survey Maps

A. Complete Field Surveys:
1. Provide Survey Control Package.
2. Provide Inroads Survey Database.
3. Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.
4. Staking for Right of Way {(ROW) acquisition.

B. Concept Report:

1. Traffic Studies.

2. Cost Estimates:

a. Construction cost estimate.

b. Right of Way cost estimate (using approved ROW cost estimator).
Initial Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Practical Altematives Review (PAR) Activities.
Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.
Concept Design Data Book.

No ok w

C. Environmental Document:

1. Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reports and assessment of effects (i.e., Air, Noise, History,
Ecology, and Archaeology).
2. NEPA documents:

a. Categorical Exclusion.
b. Environmental Assessment (EA)/Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI).
¢. Section 4f coordination.
d. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.
3. Preparation of a Section 404 Permit application.
4. Section 408 Coordination.
5. Aquatic Survey.
6. Prepare Bat Survey.
7. Stream Buffer Variance.
8. Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.
8. Public Involvement (one (1) possible detour/Public Information Open House (PIOH)).
10. Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) and Final Field Plan Review (FFPR).

D. Preliminary Design:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including:
a. Preiiminary Bridge Plans.
b. Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.
¢. Preliminary Erosion Soil Pollution Control Plan (ESPCP).

d. Preliminary Utility Plans.
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e. Preliminary Staging Plans.
f. Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4), if applicable.
Bridge Hydraulic Study.
Bridge Foundation Investigation (BFI) Report.
Pavement Evaluation/ Underground Storage Tanks (UST)/Soil Survey.
Constructability Meeting participation.
Cost Estimation with annual updates.
Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) Reviews.
Location and Design Report.
PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

CEND O A ®N

E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:
1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

F. Utilities: Subsurface Utility Engineering.

G. Final Design:
1. Complete Final Roadway Plans, including:

Final Bridge Plans AASHTO Load and Resistance Factor Design (LRFD).
Final Signing and Marking Plans.
Final ESPCP.
Final Utility Plans.
Final Staging Plans.

f. Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.
FFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).
Corrected FFPR Plans.
CES Final cost estimate.
Final Plans, Specifications, and Estimate (PS&E) Package.
Amendments & Revisions.

N
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H. Construction:
1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Review Shop Drawings.

I Quality Control/Quality Assurance Reviews for all deliverables.

J. Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additional meetings
may be required to resolve major project issues).

7. Related Key Leads:
A. Roadway Design.
B. Bridge Design.
C. NEPA Lead.

8. The following milestone dates are proposed:
A, Pl 0015551:
Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — Q1 FY 19.
Concept report submittal — Q1 FY 20.
PFPR - Q1 FY 21.
FFPR - Q1FY 22,
Let Contract — Q3 FY 22.

UE R
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B. PI0015532:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — Q1 FY 19.
Concept report submittal — Q2 FY 19 (about 4 months),
PFPR - Q3 FY 20.

FFPR - Q1FY 22.

Let Contract — Q3 FY 22.

RN

C. PI 0015557, 0015543;
1. Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — Q1 FY 19.
2. Limited Concept report submittal — Q2 FY 19 (about 4 months).
3. PFPR -Q2FY 20.
4. FFPR-Q3FY 21.
5. Let Contract— Q2 FY 22.

9. Assumptions: Bridge to be replaced, not rehabilitated.
10. Available Information:

Project Management Package (located http://www.dot.ga.gov/BS/Projects/ProjectSearch per PI):
A. Task order #1 scope for each PI.

B. Project Manager Information sheet.
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EXHIBIT 1-2
Contract 2
1. Project Number: N/A
2. PI Numbers: | 3. County: 4. Description:
0015556 | Lumpkin SR 9/US 19 @ CHESTATEE RIVER 10.25 M| NE OF DAHLONEGA
0015567 : Union | SR 60 @ SUCHES CREEK 13.1 MI SW OF BLAIRSVILLE
0015547 ; Gilmer [ SR 515/US 76 @ BIG TURNIPTOWN CREEK IN ELLIJAY (northbound)

5. Required Area Classes:

Prime Consuiltants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT will
contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their subconsultants, who are considered team members.
The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime Consultant
or subconsultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B. Respondents
should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes for the Prime
Consultant and all subconsultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of Qualifications.
The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be disqualified. The
Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

AND

Number | Area Class
4.07a Minor Bridge Design

OR

[ 4.01b | Minor Bridge Design - CONDITIONAL |

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be
prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
1.06(a) | NEPA
1.06(b) | History
1.08{c} | Air Quality
1.06(d} | Noise
1.06(e} | Ecology
1.06(f) | Archaeology
1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys
1.08(h) | Bat Surveys
1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
5.01 L.and Surveying
5.02 _Engineering Surveying
5.08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)
6.01(a) | Socil Survey Studies
6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies
6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies
6.05 Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies
9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan
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6. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of the
environmental document including all required special studies, preliminary construction plans, hydraulic and
hydrological studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, final right-of-way plans {including revisions),
erosion control plans, staging plans and final construction plans (inciuding revisions through project final acceptance).
All required engineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. All deliverables shall be in accordance
with the Plan Development Process (PDP), Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide {PPG), National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual (EPM).

Task Orders #1-3 are expected to be for Traffic Analysis and Projections, Limited Concept report, Land Survey and
Environmental surveys and reports.

A. Complete Field Surveys:
1. Provide Survey Control Package.
2. Provide Inroads Survey Database.
3. Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.
4. Staking for ROW acquisition,

B. Concept Report:
1. Traffic Studies.
2. Cost Estimates:
a. Construction cost estimate.

b. Right of Way cost estimate (using approved ROW cost estimator).
Initial Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Practical Altematives Review (PAR) Activities.

Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.
Concept Design Data Book.

Noeoew

C. Environmental Document:

1. Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reports and assessment of effects (i.e., Air, Noise, History,
Ecology, and Archaeology).
2. NEPA documents.

a. Categorical Exclusion.
b. Environmental Assessment (EA)/ Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI).
¢. Section 4f coordination.
d. Programmatic 4f evaluation.
e. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.
Preparation of a Section 404 Permit application.
Aquatic Survey.
Prepare Bat Survey.
Stream Buffer Variance.
Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.
Public Invoivement (one (1) possible detour/Public Information Open House (PIOH)).
Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) and Final Field Plan Review FFPR.

LLN®G AW

D. Preliminary Design:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including:
a. Preliminary Bridge Plans.
b. Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.
c. Preliminary Erosion Soil Pollution Control Plan (ESPCP).
d. Preliminary Utility Plans.
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e. Preliminary Staging Plans.
f. Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4), if applicable.
Bridge Hydraulic Study.
Bridge Foundation investigation (BFI) Report.
Pavement Evaluation/UST/Scil Survey.
Constructability Meeting participation.
Cost Estimation with annual updates.
Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.
Location and Design Report.
PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

DoeNZORA LN

Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans.
1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

Utilities: Subsurface Utility Engineering.

Final Design:

1. Complete Final Roadway Plans, including:
a. Final Bridge Plans (LRFD).

Final Signing and Marking Plans.

Final ESPCP.

Final Utility Plans.

Final Staging Plans.

f. Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.
FFPR participation , report, and responses(all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

Corrected FFPR Plans.
CES Final cost estimate.
Final PS&E Package.
Amendments & Revisions.

N
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Construction:
1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Review Shop Drawings.

Quality Control/Quality Assurance Reviews for all deliverables.

Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additional meetings
may be required to resolve major project issues).

7. Related Key Leads:

A
B.
C.

Roadway Design.
Bridge Design.
NEPA Lead.

8. The following milestone dates are proposed: Pl 0015567, 0015547, 0015556:

moowe

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — Q1 FY 19,
Limited Concept report submittal — Q2 FY 19 (about 4 months).
PFPR - Q3 FY 19.

FFPR — Q4 FY 21.

Let Contract — Q2 FY 22.
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9. Assumptions: Bridge to be replaced, not rehabilitated.

10. Available Information:

Project Management Package (located http;//www.dot.ga.gov/BS/Projects/ProjectSearch per PI):
A. Task order #1 scope for each PI.

B. Project Manager Information sheet.
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EXHIBIT I-3
Contract #3
1. Project Number: N/A
['2. Pl Numbers: | 3. County: 4. Description:
0015568 | Walton SR 83 @ POLECAT CREEK 1 MI NW OF GOOD HOPE
0015555 | Lincoln SR 79 @ BROAD RIVER 15.7 MI NW OF LINCOLNTON
| 0015560 | Newton SR 81 @ YELLOW RIVER IN PORTERDALE

5. Reguired Area Classes:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT will
contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their subconsultants, who are considered team members.
The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime Consultant
or subconsultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B. Respondents
should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes for the Prime
Consultant and all subconsultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of Qualifications.
The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be disqualified. The
Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
3.01 Rural Roadway Design ]
3.02 Urban Roadway Design

AND

Number | Area Class
4.01a Minor Bridge Design

OR

[ 4.01b | Minor Bridge Design - CONDITIONAL |

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be
prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
1.06(a) | NEPA
1.08(b) | History
1.08(c) | Air Quality
| 1.08(d) | Noise
| 1.06(e) | Ecology
1.06(f) | Archaeology
1.08(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys
4.06(h} i Bat Surveys
1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
3.07 Traffic Operations Design
4.04 i Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
| 5.01 Land Surveying
! 5.02 Engineering Surveying
5.08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)
| .01(a) | Soil Survey Studies
['6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies
6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies
6.05 Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies
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1 9.01 i Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan

6. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of the
environmental document including all required special studies, preliminary construction plans, hydraulic and
hydrologlcal studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, final nght—of—way plans (including revisions),
erosion control plans, staging plans and final construction plans (including revisions through project final acceptance).
All required engineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. All deliverables shall be in accordance
with the Plan Development Process (PDP), Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide (PPG), National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual (EPM).

Task Order #1 are expected to be for Traffic Analysis and Projections, Limited Concept report, Land Survey and
Environmental surveys and reports. Task Orders # 2 & 3 wili be for a Targeted Stakeholder Group, Land Survey,
Constructability Review and Environmental Boundary Survey Maps

A. Complete Field Surveys:

Provide Survey Control Package.

Provide Inroads Survey Database.

Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.

Staking for Right of Way (ROW) acquisition.

—_—

Ll

B. Concept Report:
1. Traffic Studies, including ICE waiver, if necessary.

2. Cost Estimates:

a. Construction cost estimate.

b. Right of Way cost estimate (using approved ROW cost estimator).
Initial Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Practical Alternatives Review (PAR)Activities.
Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.
Concept Design Data Book.

S

C. Environmental Document:

1. Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reports and assessment of effects (i.e., Air, Noise, History,
Ecology, and Archaeology).
2. NEPA documents:

a. Categorical Exclusion.,
b. Section 4f coordination.
¢. Programmatic 4f evaluation.
d. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.
Preparation of a Section 404 Permit application.
Section 408 Coordination.
Aquatic Survey.
Prepare Bat Survey.
Stream Buffer Variance.
Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.
Public Involvement (one (1) possible detour/Public Information Opeh House (PIOH)).
0 Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Pian Review (PFPR) and Final Field Plan Review (FFPR).

Se®ENoosw
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D. Preliminary Design.

1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including:

a. Preliminary Bridge Plans.

Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.
Preliminary Erosion Scil Pollution Control Plan (ESPCP).
Preliminary Lkility Plans.
Preliminary Staging Plans.
Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4), if applicable.
Bridge Hydraulic Study:
Bridge Foundation investigation (BFI) Report.
Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.
Constructability Meeting participation.
Cost Estimation with annual updates.
Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.
Location and Design Report.
PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

-0 oooC
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E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:
1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

F. Utilities: Subsurface Utility Engineering.

G. Final Design:
1. Complete Final Roadway Plans, including:
a. Final Bridge Plans AASHTO Load and Resistance Factor Design (LRFD).
Final Signing and Marking Plans.
Final ESPCP,
Final Utility Plans.
Final Staging Plans.

f. Final Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4), if applicable.
FFPR participation , report, and responses(all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

Corrected FFPR Plans.

CES Final cost estimate.

Final Plans, Specifications, and Estimate (PS&E) Package.
Amendmenis & Revisions.

N
=N
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H. Construction:
1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Review Shop Drawings.

. Quality Control/Quality Assurance Reviews for all deliverables.

J. Aftendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additional meetings
may be required to resclve major project issues).

7. Related Key Leads:
A. Roadway Design.
B. Bridge Design.
C. NEPA Lead.
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B. The following milestone dates are proposed:
A. PI10015568:

Preliminary Engineering (PE} Notice to Proceed — Q1 FY 19.
Limited Concept report submittal — Q2 FY 19 {(about 4 months).
PFPR - Q2 FY 20.

FFPR - Q3 FY 21,

Let Contract — Q2 FY 22. -

Orhwh =

B. PI10015555, P 00155860:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — Q1 FY 19.
Concept report submittal — Q1 FY 20.

PFPR - Q3 FY 20.

FFPR- Q3 FY 22.

Let Contract — Q2 FY 23.

oRON=

9. Assumpticns: Bridge to be replaced, not rehabilitated.

10. Available Information:

Project Management Package (located http://www.dot.ga.gov/BS/Projects/ProjectSearch per PI):
A. Task order #1 scope for each PI.

B. Project Manager Information sheet.
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EXHIBIT 4
Contract #4
1. Project Number: N/A
2. Pl Numbers: | 3. County 4. Description:
0015553 | Houston SR 7/SR 127/US 41 @ BIG INDIAN CREEK IN PERRY
0015540 | Crisp SR 7/US 41 @ CEDAR CREEK 1.5 MI S OF CORDELE
0015563 | Randolph SR 41 @ BARGE CREEK 12 M| NE OF CUTHBERT {Bridge design in-house}

5. Required Area Classes:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT will
contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their subconsultants, who are considered team members,
The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime Consultant
or subconsultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B. Respondents
should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes for the Prime
Consuitant and all subconsultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of Qualifications.
The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be disqualified. The
Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
3.01 Rural Roadway Design
3.02 Urban Roadway Design

AND

Number | Area Class
4.01a Minor Bridge Design

OR

| 4.01b | Minor Bridge Design - CONDITIONAL |

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be
prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) | NEPA

1.06(k) | History

1.08{c) | Air Quality

1.06(d) | Noise

1.06(e) | Ecology

1.08(f) | Archaeology

1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.06(h) | Bat Surveys

| 1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
1 3.07 Traffic Operations Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
5.01 Land Survey

5.02 _Engineering Surveying

5.08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)
6.01(2) | Soil Survey Studies

i 6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

1 8.02 ! Bridge Foundation Studies

1 6.05 | Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies
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[9.01

! Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan !

6. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of the
environmental document including all required special studies, preliminary construction plans, hydraulic and
hydrological studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, final right-of-way plans (including revisions),
erosion control plans, staging plans and final construction plans (including revisions through project final acceptance).
All required engineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. All deliverables shall be in accordance
with the Plan Development Process (PDP), Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide (PPG), National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual.

Task Order #1 will be for a Targeted Stakeholder Group, Land Survey, Constructability Review and Environmental
Boundary Survey Maps. Task Orders #2 & 3 are expected to be for Traffic Analysis and Projections, Limited Concept
report, Land Survey and Environmental surveys and reports.

A. Complete Field Surveys:

1

2.
3.
4,

Provide Survey Control Package.

Provide Inroads Survey Database.

Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.

Staking for Right of Way (ROW) acquisition.

B. Concept Report:

1.
2.

o0 kW

Traffic Studies.
Cost Estimates:
a. Construction cost estimate.
b. Right of Way cost estimate (using approved ROW cost estimator).
Initial Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.
Concept Design Data Book.

C. Environmental Document:

1.

2.
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Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reports and assessment of effects (i.e., Air, Noise, History,
Ecoclogy, and Archaeology).
NEPA documents.

a. Categorical Exclusion.
b. Section 4f coordination.
c. Individual 4f evaluation (if necessary).
d. Programmatic 4f evaluation.
e. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.
Preparation of a Section 404 Permit application.
Aguatic Survey.
Prepare Bat Survey.
Stream Buffer Variance.
Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.
Public involvement (one (1) possible detour/Public Information Open House (PIOH).
Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review {PFPR) and Final Field Plan Review (FFPR).

D. Preliminary Design:

1.

Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including:
a. Preliminary Bridge Plans,
b. Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.
c. Preliminary Erosion Soil Pelliution Control Plan (ESPCP).
d. Preliminary Utility Plans.
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e. Preliminary Staging Plans.
f. Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4), if applicable.
Bridge Hydraulic Stud.y
Bridge Foundation Investigation (BFI) Report.
Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.
Constructability Meeting participation.
Cost Estimation with annual updates.
Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews,
Location and Design Report.
PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

CEONIOREON

E. Right-of-way (ROW) Plans.
1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

F. Utilities:
1. Subsurface Utility Engineering.
2. Railroad coordination.

G. Final Design:
1. Complete Final Roadway Plans, including:
a. Final Bridge Plans AASHTO Load and Resistance Factor Design (LRFD).
Finat Signing and Marking Plans.
Finat ESPCP.
Final Utility Plans.
Final Staging Plans.
f. Final Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4), if applicable.
2. FFPR participation , report, and responses(all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).
Corrected FFPR Plans.
CES Final cost estimate.
Final Plans, Specifications, and Estimate {(PS&E) Package.
Amendments & Revisions.

@ an o

S .

H. Construction:
1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Review Shop Drawings.

I.  Quality Control/Quality Assurance Reviews for all deliverables.

J. Aftendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additional meetings
may be required to resolve major project issues).

7. Related Key Leads:
A. Roadway Design.
B. Bridge Design.
C. NEPA Lead.
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8. The following milestone dates are proposed:

A Pi0015553:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Procead — Q1 FY 19.
Concept report submittal — Q1 FY 20.

PFPR - Q3 FY 20.

FFPR - Q3 FY 22.

Let Contract— Q2 FY 23,

RN

B. PI10015540, 0015563:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — Q1 FY 19.
Limited Concept report submittal — Q2 FY 19 (about 4 months).
PFPR - Q2 FY 20.

FFPR- Q3 FY 21.

Let Contract — Q2 FY 22.

LN

9. Assumptions: Bridge to be replaced, not rehabilitated.

10. Available Information:
Project Management Package (located http:/www.dot.ga.qov/BS/Projects/ProjectSearch per PI):
A. Task order #1 scope for each PI.
B. Project Manager information sheet.
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EXHIBIT I-5
Contract #5
1. Project Number: N/A

2. PlINumbers: | 3. County 4. Description:

0015558 | Meriwether | SR 41 @ COLEMAN CREEK 4 M| 5 OF LUTHERSVILLE

0015559 | Muscogee SR 520/US 280 @ CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER IN COLUMBUS

SR 22 @ SOUTH FORK UPATOI CREEK 1 MILE E OF GENEVA (Bridge design in-

0015564 | Talbot house)
0015565 | Talbot SR 22 @ RICHLAND CREEK 6.7 MI E OF TALBOTTON {Bridge design in-house)
0015566 | Talbot SR 190 @ NS #718623W 2.5 Ml W OF MANCHESTER

5. Required Area Classes:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT will
contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their subconsultants, who are considered team members.
The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime Consultant
or subconsultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B. Respondents
should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes for the Prime
Consultant and all subconsultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of Qualifications.
The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be disqualified. The
Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
3.01 Rural Roadway Design
3.02 Urban Roadway Design

AND

Number | Area Class
4.01a Minor Bridge Design

OR

t 4.01b | Minor Bridge Design - CONDITIONAL |

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be
prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) | NEPA

1.06(b) | History

1.06(c) | Air Quality

1.06(d) 1| Noise

1.06(e) | Ecology

1.06(f) | Archaeology

1.06(g) ! Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.06¢(h) | Bat Surveys

1.07 Aftitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
3.15 Highway Lighting and Qutdoor Lighting
4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
5.01 Land Survey

5.02 Engineering Surveying
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5.08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)
6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b} | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

6.05 t Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies

9.01 | Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan

6. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of the
environmental document including all required special studies, preiiminary construction plans, hydraulic and
hydrological studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, final right-of-way plans (including revisions),
erosion control plans, staging pfans and final construction plans (including revisions through project final acceptance).
All required engineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. All deliverables shall be in accordance
with the Plan Development Process (PDP), Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide (PPG), National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual (EPM).

Task Orders #1, 3-5 are expected to be for Traffic Analysis and Projections, Limited Concept report, Land Survey and
Environmental surveys and reports. Task Order #2 will be for a Targeted Stakeholder Group, Land Survey,
Constructability Review and Environmental Boundary Survey Maps

A. Compilete Field Surveys:
1. Provide Survey Control Package.
2. Provide inroads Survey Database.
3. Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.
4. Staking for Right of Way (ROW) acquisition.

B. Concept Report:
1. Traffic Studies.
2. Cost Estimates:
a. Construction cost estimate.
b. Right of Way cost estimate (using approved ROW cost estimator).
Initial Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.

Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Dam Coordination.

Approved Concept Report.

Concept Design Data Book.

Noopw

C. Environmental Document

1. Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reports and assessment of effects (i.e., Air, Noise, History,
Ecology, and Archaeclogy).
2. NEPA documents:

a. Categorical Exclusion.
b. Section 4f coordination.

c. Programmatic 4f evaluation.
d. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

Preparation of a Section 404 Permit application.

Aquatic Survey.

Prepare Bat Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Public Involvement (one (1) possible detour/Public Information Open House (PIOH)).

Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) and Final Field Plan Review (FFPR).

O oeN® ;R ®
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D. Preliminary Design:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, inciuding:
a. Preliminary Bridge Plans.
b. Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.
¢. Preliminary ESPCP.
d. Preliminary Utility Plans.
e. Preliminary Staging Plans.
f. Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4), if applicable.
g. Photometric Layout,
Bridge Hydraulic Study.
Bridge Foundation Investigation (BFI) Report.
Pavement Evaluation/Underground Storage Tank (UST)/Soil Survey.
Constructability Meeting participation.
Cost Estimation with annual updates.
Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.
Location and Design Report.
PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and cther information requested by Engineering
Services).
10. Preliminary Dam design.

©COEND O R RN

E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:
1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

F. Utilities:
1. Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE).
2. Railroad coordination.

G. Final Design:
1. Complete Final Roadway Plans, including:
a. Final Bridge Plans (AASHTO Load and Resistance Factor Design (LRFD).
b. Final Signing and Marking Plans.
c. Final ESPCP.
d. Final WHility Plans.
€. Final Staging Plans.
f. Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.
g. Final Lighting Plans.
FFPR participation , report, and responses(all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).
Corrected FFPR Plans .
CES Final cost estimate.
Final Dam Design.
Final Plans, Specifications, and Estimate (PS&E) Package.
Amendments & Revisions.

N
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H. Construction:
1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Review Shop Drawings.

|.  Quality Control/Quality Assurance Reviews for all deliverables.
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J. Aftendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additional mestings
may be required to resolve major project issues).

7. Related Key Leads:
A. Roadway Design.
B. Bridge Design.
C. NEPA Lead.

8. The following milestone dates are proposed:
A. Pl 0015559:;
Preliminary Engineering (PE} Notice to Proceed — Q1 FY 18.
Concept report submittal — Q1 FY 20.
PFPR - Q1 FY 21,
FFPR - Q1 FY 22.
Let Contract - Q3 FY 22.

R wN =

P1 0015564, 0015565, 0015566:

1. Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed - Q1 FY 19.
2. Concept report submittal —~ Q2 FY 19 (about 4 months).

3. PFPR-Q3FY 20.

4. FFPR-Q1FY 22.

5. Let Contract—- Q3 FY 22.

PIi 0015558:

1. Preliminary Engineering {PE) Notice to Proceed — Q1 FY 19.
2. Concept report submittal - Q2 FY 19 (about 4 months).

3. PFPR-Q3FY 20.

4. FFPR-Q1FY 22,

5. Let Contract— Q3 FY 22,

9. Assumptions: Bridge to be replaced, not rehabilitated.
10. Available Information:

Project Management Package (located hitp://www.dot.ga.gov/BS/Projects/ProjectSearch per PI):
A. Task order #1 scope for each P,

B. Project Manager Information sheet.
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EXHIBIT I-6
Contract #6
1. Project Number: N/A
2. P! Numbers: 3. County 4. Description:
0015534 | Bartow SR 3/US 41 NB @ SR 293/CSX #340429D IN EMERSON
0015535 | Bartow SR 3/US 41 SB @ SR 293/CSX #340429D IN EMERSON
0015539 | Chattooga SR 48 @ RACCOON CREEK 3 MI W OF SUMMERVILLE (Bridge design in-house)
0015544 | Floyd SR 293 @ DYKES CREEK 5.4 MI E OF ROME
0015561 | Polk SR 101 @ EUHARLEE CREEK TRIB IN ROCKMART {Bridge design in-house)

5. Required Area Classes:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT will
contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their subconsultants, whe are considered team members.
The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime Consultant
or subconsultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B. Respondents
should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes for the Prime
Consultant and all subconsultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of Qualifications.
The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be disqualified. The
Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
3.01 Rural Roadway Design
3.02 Urban Roadway Design

AND

Number | Area Class
4.01a Minor Bridge Design

OR

| 4.01b | Minor Bridge Design - CONDITIONAL |

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be
prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) | NEPA

: 1.06(b) | History

1.06(c) | Air Quality

1.06(d) | Noise

1.06(e) ! Ecology

1.06(f) | Archaeology

1.06(g) [ Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.06(h) | Bat Surveys

1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
5.01 Land Survey

5.02 Engineering Surveying

5.08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)
1 6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

8.02 Bridge Foundation Studies
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6.05 Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies
9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan
6. Scope:

The Consuiltant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of the
environmental document including all required special studies, preliminary construction plans, hydraulic and
hydrological studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, finaf right-of-way pians (including revisions),
erosion control plans, staging plans and final construction plans (including revisions through project final acceptance).
All required engineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. All deliverables shall be in accordance
with the Plan Development Process (PDP), Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide (PPG), National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual (EPM),

Task Orders #1-5 are expected to be for Traffic Analysis and Projections, Limited Concept report, Land Survey and
Environmental surveys and reports,

A. Complete Field Surveys:

1.

2.
3.
4

Provide Survey Control Package.

Provide Inrpads Survey Database.

Staking for Bridge Site Inspection,

Staking for Right of Way (ROW) acquisition.

B. Concept Report:

1.
2,

ook w

Traffic Studies.
Cost Estimates:
a. Construction cost estimate.
b. Right of Way cost estimate (using approved ROW cost estimator).
Initial Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.
Concept Design Data Book.

C. Environmental Document:

1.

2.
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Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reports and assessment of effects (i.e., Air, Noise, History,
Ecology, and Archaeology).
NEPA documents:

a. Categorical Exclusion.
b. Section 4f coordination.
c. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.
Preparation of a Section 404 Permit application.
Aquatic Survey,
Prepare Bat Survey.
Stream Buffer Variance.
Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.
Public Involvement {one (1) possible detour/Public Information Open House (PIOH)).
Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) and Final Field Plan Review (FFPR).

D. Preliminary Design:

1.

Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including:

Preliminary Bridge Plans.

Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

Preliminary ESPCP.

Preliminary Utility Pians.

Preliminary Staging Plans.

Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4), if applicable.

37
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2. Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BFI) Report.

Pavement EvaluationflUST/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Location and Design Report.

PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

N0 R

Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans.
1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

Utilities:
1. Subsurface Utility Engineering.
2. Railroad coordination.

Final Design:
1. Complete Final Roadway Plans, including:
Finai Bridge Plans (AASHTO Load and Resistance Factor Design (LRFD)).
Final Signing and Marking Plans.
Final ESPCP.
Final Utility Plans.
Finai Staging Plans.
f. Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.
2. FFPR participation , report, and responses(all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

a0 o0o®

3. Corrected FFPR Plans.

4. CES Final cost estimate.

5. Final Plans, Specifications, and Estimate (PS&E) Package.
6. Amendments & Revisions.

Construction:

1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Review Shop Drawings.

Quality Controi/Quality Assurance Reviews for all deliverables.

Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additional meetings
may be required to resolve major project issues).

7. Related Key Leads:

A
B.
C.

Roadway Design.
Bridge Design.
NEPA Lead.

8. The foliowing milestone dates are proposed: Pl 0015534, 0015535, 0015539, 0015544, 0015561:

moow»

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — Q1 FY 19.
Concept report submittal — Q2 FY 19 (about 4 months).
PFPR —Q3 FY 20.

FFPR — Q1 FY 22,

Let Contract - Q2 FY 22.
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9. Assumptions: Bridge to be replaced, not rehabilitated.
10. Available Information:
Project Management Package (located http://www.dot.ga.gov/BS/Projects/ProjectSearch per PI):

A. Task order #1 scope for each PI.
B. Project Manager Information sheet.
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1.

Project Number: N/A

EXHIBIT I-7
Contract #7

i 2. PINumbers: [3. County [ 4. Description:
0015538 | Catoosa SR 3 @ PEAVINE CREEK 3.7 M E OF FT OGLETHCRPE
0015541 | Dade SR 58 @ SOUIRREL TOWN CREEK 4 MI NE OF TRENTON
0015542 | Dade SR 136 @ LOOKOUT CREEK

5. Required Area Classes:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT will
contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their subconsultants, who are considered team members.
The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime Consultant
or subconsultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B. Respondents
should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes for the Prime
Consultant and all subconsultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of Qualifications.
The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be disqualified. The
Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area ciasses listed below:

Number | Area Class

3.01 Rural Roadway Design-

AND

Number | Area Class

4.01a Minor Bridge Design

OR

| 4.01b | Minor Bridge Design - CONDITIONAL |

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team members} MUST be
prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) | NEPA

1.06(b) | History

1.06(c} | Air Quality

1.068(d) | Noise

1.06(e) | Ecology

1.08(f) | Archaeology

1.08{g) ; Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.06(h} | Bat Surveys

1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)

5.01 Land Survey

5.02 Engineering Surveying

5.08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)

6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

6.05 Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies

9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan
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6. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of the
environmental document including all required special studies, preliminary construction plans, hydraulic and
hydrological studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, final right-of-way plans (including revisions),
erosion contro! plans, staging plans and final construction plans (including revisions through project final acceptance).
All required engineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. All deliverables shall be in accordance
with the Plan Development Process (PDP), Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide (PPG), National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual {EPM).

Task Orders #1-3 are expected to be for Traffic Analysis and Projections, Limited Concept report, Land Survey and
Environmental surveys and reports.

A. Complete Field Surveys:

1.
2.
3.
4.

Provide Survey Control Package.

Provide Inroads Survey Database.

Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.

Staking for Right of Way (ROW) acquisition

B. Concept Report:

1.
2.

o oo

Traffic Studies.
Cost Estimates:
a. Construction cost estimate.
b. Right of Way cost estimate (using approved ROW cost estimator?.
Initial Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.

Concept Design Data Book.

C. Environmental Document;

1.
2.

©END ;A

Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reports and assessment of effects {i.e., Air, Noise, History,
Ecology, and Archaeology).
NEPA documents.

a. Categorical Exclusion.
b. One NEPA document reevaiuation for Construction.
Preparation of a Section 404 Pemit application.
Aquatic Survey.
Stream Buffer Variance.
Bat Survey.
Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.
Public Involvement (one (1) possible detour/Public Information Open House (PIOH)).
Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Fieid Plan Review (PFPR) and Final Field Plan Review (FFPR).

D. Preliminary Design:

1.

Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including:
a. Preliminary Bridge Plans.
Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.
Preliminary ESPCP.
Preliminary Utility Plans.
Preliminary Staging Plans.
Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4), if applicable.

"o a0

41



RFQ-484-031918

moowz»

Bridge Hydrauiic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BFI) Report.

Pavement Evaluation/Underground Storage Tank (UST)/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Location and Design Report.

PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

©ONDORAGN

Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:
1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2, Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

Utilities:
1. Subsurface Utility Engineering.
2. Railroad coordination.

Final Design
1. Complete Final Roadway Plans, including:
a. Final Bridge Plans (AASHTO Load and Resistance Factor Design (LRFD)).

Final Signing and Marking Plans.
Final ESPCP.
Final Utility Plans.
Final Staging Plans.

f. Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.
FFPR participation , report, and responses(all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).
Corrected FFPR Plans.
CES Final cost estimate.
Final Plans, Specifications, and Estimate (PS&E) Package.
Amendments & Revisions.

®oo o

™

oo s w

Construction:
1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Review Shop Drawings.

Quality Control/Quality Assurance Reviews for all deliverables.

Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additional meetings
may be required to resolve major project issues).

Related Key Leads:
A
B.
C.

Roadway Design.
Bridge Design.
NEPA Lead.

The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — Q1 FY 19.
Concept report submittal — Q2 FY 19 (about 4 months).
PFPR - Q3 FY 20.

FFPR - Q1 FY 22.

Let Contract - Q2 FY 22.
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9. Assumptions: Bridge to be replaced, not rehabilitated.

10. Available information:
Project Management Package (located hitp.//www.dot.ga.gov/BS/Projects/ProjectSearch per PI):
A. Task order #1 scope for each PI.
B. Project Manager Information sheet.
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1.

EXHIBIT I-8
Contract #8

Project Number: N/A

2.

Pl Number

3. County Descriptign

0015546 Fulton SR 14 @ NS #718047H IN ATLANTA

5. Required Area Classes:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT wii
contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their subconsultants, who are considered team members.
The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime Consultant
or subconsultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B. Respondents
should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes for the Prime
Consultant and all subconsultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of Qualifications.
The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be disqualified. The

Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

3.03 Complex Urban Roadway Design
AND

Number | Area Class

4.02 Major Bridge Design

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be

prequalified by GDOT in the area ciasses listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) | NEPA

1.06(b) | History

1.06(c} | Air Quality

1.06(d) | Noise

1.06(e) | Ecology

1.06(f) | Archaeology

1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
3.07 Traffic Operations Design

3.15 Highway Lighting and Outdoor Lighting

4.01a Minor Bridge Design

4.01b Minor Bridge Design

5.01 Land Survey

5.02 Engineering Surveying

5.08 Qverhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)
6.01(a) | Socil Survey Studies

6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

6.05 Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies

9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan
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6. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of the
environmental document including all required special studies, preiiminary construction plans, hydraulic and
hydrological studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, final right-of-way plans (including revisions),
erosion control plans, staging plans and final construction plans (including revisions through project final acceptance).
All required engineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. All deliverables shali be in accordance
with the Plan Development Process (PDP), Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide {PPG), National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual (EPM}.

Task Order #1 will be for a Targeted Stakeholder Group, Land Survey, Constructability Review and Environmental
Boundary Survey Maps.

A. Complete Field Surveys:
1. Provide Survey Control Package.
Provide Inroads Survey Database.
Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.
Staking for Right of Way (ROW) acquisition.

N

B. Concept Report:
1. Traffic Studies, inciuding ICE evaluation.

2. Cost Estimates:

a. Construction cost estimate.

b. Right of Way cost estimate (using approved ROW cost estimator).
Initiai Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.
Concept Design Data Book,

L

C. Environmental Document:

1. Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reports and assessment of effects (i.e., Air, Noise, History,
Ecology, and Archaeology).
2. NEPA documents.

a. Categorical Exclusion.
b. Section 4f coordination.

¢. Programmatic 4f evaluation.
d. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

3. Public Involvement (one (1) possible detour/Public Information Open House (PIOH)).
4. Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) and Final Field Plan Review (FFPR).

D. Preliminary Design:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including:
a. Preliminary Bridge Plans.
Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.
Preliminary ESPCP.
Preliminary Utility Plans.
Prefiminary Staging Plans.
f. Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4), if applicable.
Bridge Foundation Investigation (BFI) Report.
Pavement Evaluation/Underground Storage Tank (UST)/Soil Survey.
Constructability Meeting participation.
Cost Estimation with annual updates.
Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.
Location and Design Report.

®aoo
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10.

8. PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

Right-of-Way (ROW) Pians:
1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

Utilities:
1. Subsurface Utility Engineering {SUE).
2. Railroad coordination.

Final Design

1. Complete Final Roadway Plans, including:

Final Bridge Plans (AASHTO Load and Resistance Factor Design (LRFD)).

Final Signing and Marking Plans.

Final ESPCP.

Final Utility Plans.

Final Staging Plans.

Final Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4), if applicable.

2. FFPR participation , report, and responses(all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

"o o0 oW

3. Corrected FFPR Plans.

4. CES Final cost estimate.

5. Final Plans, Specifications, and Estimate (PS&E) Package.
6. Amendments & Revisions.

Construction:

1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Review Shop Drawings.

Quality Control/Quality Assurance Reviews for all deliverables.

Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additional meetings
may be required to resolve major project issues).

Related Key Leads:

A
B.
C.

Roadway Design.
Bridge Design.
NEPA Lead.

The following milestone dates are proposed:

mouom»

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — Q1 FY 18.
Concept report submittal — Q1 FY 20.

PFPR - Q1FY 21.

FFPR — Q3 FY 22.

Let Contract — Q2 FY 23,

Assumptions: Bridge to be replaced, not rehabilitated.

Available Information:
Project Management Package (located http.//www.dot.ga.qov/BS/Projects/ProjectSearch per PI):

1.
2.

Task order #1 scope for each PI.
Project Manager Information sheet.
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EXHIBIT II
CERTIFICATION FORM

, , being duly sworn, state that | am (title) of

{firm) and hereby duly certify that | have read and understand the
information presented in the attached proposal and any enclosure and exhibits thereto.

Initial each box below indicating certification. The person initialing must be the same person who signs the Certification Form. (If unable to initial any
box for any reason, place an “X” in the applicable box and attach a statement explaining the non-certification. The Department will review and make a
determination as to whether or not the firm shall be considered further or disqualified).

I further certify that to the best of my knowledge the information given in response 1o the Request for Qualifications is full, compiete and truthful.

I further certify that the submitting firm and any principal employee of the submitting firm has not, in the immediately preceding five (5) years,
been convicted of any crime of moral tuipitude or any felony offense, nor has had their professional license suspended, revoked or been

subjected to disciplinary proceedings, nor is any team members/principals cumrently under indictment for any reason related to actions on public
infrastructure projects.

| further certify that | understand that Fimns included on the current Federal list of firms suspended or debarred are not eligible for selection and
that the submitting firm has not, in the immediately preceding five (5) years, been suspended or debarred from contracling with any federal,

state or local govemnment agency, and further, that the submitting firm s not now under consideration for suspension or debarment from any
such agency.

I further certify that the submitting firm has not in the immediately preceding five (5) years been defaulted in any federal, stale or local government
agency contract and further, that the submitting firm is not now under any notice of intent to default on any such contract, nor has been removed

from a contract or failed to complete a contract as assigned cdue to cause or default.

| further certify that the firm or any affiliate(s) has not been involved In any arbitration, litigation, mediation, dispute review board or other dispute
resolution proceeding with a client, business partner, or government agency in the last five (5) years involving an amount in excess of $500.000

related lo performance on public infrastructure projects.

[ further centify that there are not any pending regulatory inguiries that could impact our ability to provide services if we are the selscted consultant.

I further certify that there are no possible conflicts of interest created by our consideration in the selection process or by our involvement in the
project.

| further certify that the submitting firm's annual average revenue for the past five (5) years is sufficient to allow the services to be delivered
effectively by our firm and that there are no trends in the revenue which may be concerning other than normal market fluctuations.

I further certify that in regards to Audit and Accounting System Requitements, that the submitting firm:

I Has an accounting system in place to meet requirements of 48 CFR Part 31 and, in the case of non-profit organizations, OMB
Circular A-122.

Il.  Has submitted its yearly Certified Public Accountant overhead audit if it currently has an aggregate contract amount exceading
$250,000.

lll.  Has no significant outstanding deficient audit findings from previous contracts with GDOT that have not been resolved.

IV. s responsible for being reasonably assured that all sub-consultant(s) presented as a part of the proposed team are similarly in
compliance with the above requirements.

I acknowledge, agree and authorize, and certify that the proposer acknowledges, agrees and authorizes, that GDOT may, by means thal either deems
appropriate, determine the accuracy and truth of the information provided by the proposer and that the GDOT may contact any individual or entity named
in the Statement of Qualifications for the purpose of verifying the information supplied therein.

! acknowledge and agree that ail of the information contained in the Statement of Qualifications is submitted for the express purpose of inducing the GDOT
to award a contract.

A material false statement or omission made in conjunction with this proposal is sufficient cause for suspension or debarment from further contracts, or
denial or rescission of any contract entered into based upon this proposal thereby preciuding the firm from doing husiness with, or performing work for,
the State of Georgia. In addition, such false statement or omission may subject the person and entity making the proposal to criminal prosecution under
the laws of the State of Georgia of the United Stafes, including but not imited to 0.C.G.A. §16-10-20, 18 U.S.C. §§7001 or 1341,

Sworn and subscribed before me

This day of .20 . Signature
NOTARY PUBLIC
My Commission Expires: NOTARY SEAL
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EXHIBIT ll

GEORGIA SECURITY AND IMMIGRATION COMPLIANCE ACT AFFIDAVIT

Consultant’'s Name:
Address:
Solicitation No./Contract No.: | RFQ-484- 031918

Solicitation/Contract Name: Bridge Bundle 1 - 2018 Engineering Design Services

CONSULTANT AFFIDAVIT

By executing this affidavit, the undersigned Consultant verifies its compliance with O.C.G.A. § 13-10-91, stating
affirmatively that the individual, entity or corporation which is engaged in the physical performance of services on behalf of
the Georgia Department of Transportation has registered with, is authorized to use and uses the federal work authorization
program commonly known as E-Verify, or any subsequent replacement program, in accordance with the applicable
provisions and deadiines established in O.C.G.A. § 13-10-91.

Furthermore, the undersigned Consultant will continue to use the federai work authorization program throughout the
contract period and the undersigned Consultant will contract for the physical performance of services in satisfaction of such
contract only with sub-consultants who present an affidavit to the Consuitant with the information required by O.C.GA. §
13-10-91(b). Consultant hereby attests that its federal work authorization user identification number and date of
authorization are as follows:

Federal Work Authorization User Identification Number Date of Authorization
(EEV/E-Verify Company Identification Number)

Name of Consultant

| hereby declare under penalty of perjury that the
foregoing is true and correct

Printed Name (of Authorized Officer or Agent of Consultant) Title (of Authorized Officer or Agent of Consultant)

Signature (of Authorized Officer or Agent) Date Signed

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN BEFORE ME ON THIS THE

DAY OF . 201_

[NOTARY SEAL]

Notary Public

My Commission Expires:

Rev. 11/01/15
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RFQ-484-031818
ATTACHMENT 1

Submittal Formats for GDOT Bridge Bundle 1 - 2018 Engineering Design Services

# of Pages Allowed

Cover Page >
A. Administrative Requirements
1. Basic Company Information T
a. Company name
b. Company Headquarter Address ———
¢. Contact Information —
d. Company Website F’_—
e. Georgia Addresses
f. Staff
g. Ownership el
2. Notarized Certification Form (Exhibit Il} for Prime ->
3. Notarized Georgia Security and immigration Compliance Act Affidavit (Exhibit 111} ->
4. Signed Cover Page of any Addenda Issued ->
B. Experience and Qualifications
1. Project Manager
a. Education
b. Registration
¢. Relevant engineering experience
d. Relevant project management experience
€. Relevant experience usi i ocesses, etc.
2. Key Team Leader Experience I
a. Education
b. Regisiration
c. Relevant experience in applicable resource area
d. Relevant experience using GDOT i cesses, etc.
3. Prime’s Experience T
a. Client name, project location, and dates
b. Description of overall project and services peMormed
c. Duration of project services provided —
d. Experience using GDOT specific processes, tc.
e. Clients current contact information
f.  Involvement of Key Team Leaders
4. Area Class Table and Notice of Professional Consultant Qualifications for ->
Prime and Sub-Consultants
C. ResourcesMorkload Capacity
1. Overall Resources
a. Organization chart e
i j iption of office and benefits of office
c. Narrative on Additional Resource Areas and Ability >
2. Project Manager Commitment Table -
3. Key Team Leaders Project commitment tabie =

1

Excluded

1
1
1 (each addenda)

1 {each)

Excluded

Excluded
1

Excluded
Excluded



ADDENDUM NO. 1
ISSUE DATE: 3/1/2018
This Addendum shal! become and form a part of the RFQ for:
RFQ 484-031918 - Bridge Bundie 1 - 2018
NOTE: PLEASE REVIEW CAREFULLY! THERE MAYBE CHANGES TO THE INFORMATION TO BE PROVIDED.
FAILURE TO ADHERE TO ANY CHANGES ADDRESSED IN THIS ADDENDUM MAY RESULT IN
DISQUALIFICATION.

In the event of a conflict between previously released information and the information contained herein, the latter shall
control.

NOTE: A signed acknowledgment of this addendum (this page) MUST be attached to your SUBMITTAL for
Phase I.

Firm Name

Signature Date

Typed Name and Title

Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT)
Office of Transportation Services Procurement
One Georgia Center
600 West Peachtree Street, NW
19t Floor
Atlanta, Georgia 30308

This Addendum, including all questions and answers, shall become and form a part of the original RFQ package and
shall be taken into account when preparing your proposal.

The purpose of this addendum is to provide the answers to the written questions received during the question
and answer period of the RFQ Phase as follows:

Ll Questions I Answers
Under SECTION C.1 Overall Resources, the RFQ ltems a. and b. under Section C. 1 are excluded from a
1. || does not specify the number of pages allowed for set page number.

item b. Primary Office. [t says item c. is limited to
one page and the assumption would be that item a.
organization chart is one page as well. My question is
what the page limit on item C.1.b is.

2. || On the projects where the bridge is being designed “in- || Yes, the rest of the project will be turnkey. All other
house”, will the consultant still be responsible to aspects of the project will be completed by the
manage the environmental, survey, SUE etc. Also, consultant for that individual project.

responsible for putting the plan sets together for
milestones like PFPR and FFPR?

3. || Forthe contracts where GDOT will be performing the The prime consultant will still need to be prequalified in
"bridge design in-house” please confirm that the prime || 4.01a and 4.01b, since each contract will have multipte
consultant will not need to be prequalified in 4.01a or projects that will have to be completed by a

4.01b. prequalified consultant.




Addendum No. 1
RFQ 484- 031918 Bridge Bundle #1 - 2018
Page 2 of 3

4,

‘ Was it the intention of GDOT to require the 4.01 Minor

Bridge prequalification of the prime as this will limit the
number of responders?

The expectation for this batch is for Firms to have both
Roadway and Bridge prequalification's, The
requirements will not be changed.

I noticed in this bridge bundle that the prime consultant
prequalification has changed. All three of the previous
bridge bundles only required 3.01/3.02 OR 4.01a OR
4.01b, This RFQ is requiring 3.01/3.04 AND 4.01a OR
4.01b. This change has created an issue for most of
the small businesses that typically do GDOT project
design, as most of them do not have structural design
in house, and are therefore not allowed to prime any of
these contracts. In addition, most of the big firms that
have structures in house also have roadway and
therefore do not need a small firm for roadway on their
team.

Refer to Answer #4.

For each of the eight contracts in RFQ-484-031918,
the RFQ indicates the Prime Consultant must be
prequalified in roadway design and bridge design. On
previous bridge bundle RFQs, the Prime Consultant
had to be prequalified in roadway design or bridge
design. Will the Department consider amending the
RFQ such that the Prime Consuttant must be
prequalified in roadway design or bridge design? If
not, please explain why the Department is requiring
the prime be prequalified in both roadway and bridge
design as this will preciude several highly qualified
firms/teams from submitting responses to this RFQ.

Refer to Answer #4.

Contract 1

Can the requirement for the Prime to be prequalified is
Area Class 3.01 and 4.01a be changed to only require
the Prime to be prequalified in 3.017

Refer to Answer #4.

Contract 2

Can the requirement for the Prime to be prequalified is
Area Class 3.01 and 4.01a be changed to only require
the Prime to be prequalified in 3.017

Refer to Answer #4.

Contract 3

Can the requirement for the Prime to be prequalified is
Area Class 3.01, 3.02 and 4.01a be changed to only
require the Prime to be prequalified in 3.01 and 3.02?

Refer to Answer #4.

Contract 4

Can the requirement for the Prime to be prequalified is
Area Class 3.01, 3.02 and 4.01a be changed to only
reguire the Prime to be prequalified in 3.01 and

3.027

Refer to Answer #4.
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! Contract 5 Refer to Answer #4.
. Can the requirement for the Prime to be prequalified is
| Area Class 3.01, 3.02 and 4.01a be changed to only

! require the Prime to be prequalified in 3.01 and 3.02?
i

{

I Contract 6 Refer to Answer #4.
Can the requirement for the Prime to be prequalified is
! Area Class 3.01, 3.02 and 4.01a be changed to only

I require the Prime to be prequalified in 3.01 and 3.027

'
|L

| Contract 7 Refer to Answer #4.
Can the requirement for the Prime to be prequalified is

\ Area Class 3.01 and 4.01a be changed to only require
the Prime to be prequalified in 3.017?

. Contract 8 Refer to Answer #4.
Can the requirement for the Prime to be prequalified is
Area Class 3.03 and 4.02 be changed to only require
the Prime to be prequalified in 3.037?

L

Past Bridge Bundie RFQ’s have required the Prime to Refer to Answer #4.
be prequalified in either roadway or bridge design, but
not both. The current RFQ is worded to require the
Prime to be prequalified in both. Can you please
confirm that this is GDOT's intent or if GDOT would be
willing to allow the prime to be prequalified in one or
the other?

Can you confirm that the Prime Consultant must be Refer to Answer #4.
Prequalified in Roadway (3.01-3.03) AND Bridge
Design (4.01 a or b)? In past batches, Bridge Design
could be designated to a sub consultant. We just
wanted confirmation that only firms with BOTH
prequalifications could submit proposals as Prime
Consultant.




ADDENDUM NO. 3
ISSUE DATE: 6/1/2018
This Addendum shall become and form a part of the RFQ for:
RFQ 484-031918 - Bridge Bundle 1 - 2018
NOTE: PLEASE REVIEW CAREFULLY! THERE MAYBE CHANGES TO THE INFORMATION TO BE PROVIDED.
FAILURE TO ADHERE TO ANY CHANGES ADDRESSED IN THIS ADDENDUM MAY RESULT IN
DISQUALIFICATION.

In the event of a conflict between previously released information and the information contained herein, the latter shall
control.

NOTE: A signed acknowiedgment of this addendum (this page} MUST be attached to your SUBMITTAL for
Phase I.

Firm Name

Signature Date

Typed Name and Title

Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT)
Office of Transportation Services Procurement
One Georgia Center
600 West Peachtree Street, NW
19" Floor
Atlanta, Georgia 30308

This Addendum, including all questions and answers, shall become and form a part of the original RFQ package and
shall be taken into account when preparing your proposal.

The purpose of this addendum is to correct the Area Class chart for Contract #8.

RFQ EXHIBIT 1-8, Section B, is DELETED and REPLACED by the below:

[ Number | Area Class
1.068(a) | NEPA
1.06(b) | History
1.06{c) | Air Quality
1.08(d)- | Noise
1.08(e) | Ecology
1.06(f) | Archaeology
1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
3.07 Traffic Operations Design
3.15 Highway Lighting and Qutdoor Lighting
4.01a Minor Bridge Design
CR
4.01b Minor Bridge Design
5.01 Land Survey
5.02 Engineering Surveyin
5.08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)
6.01(a) i Soil Survey Studies
6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies
6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies
6.05 Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies
9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan




ADDENDUM NO. 4
ISSUE DATE: 6M2/2018
This Addendum shall become and form a part of the RFQ for:
RFQ 484-031918 - Bridge Bundle 1 - 2018
NOTE: PLEASE REVIEW CAREFULLY! THERE MAYBE CHANGES TO THE INFORMATION TO BE PROVIDED.
FAILURE TO ADHERE TO ANY CHANGES ADDRESSED IN THIS ADDENDUM MAY RESULT IN DISQUALIFICATION.

In the event of a conflict between previously released information and the information contained herein, the latter shall
control,

NOTE: A signed acknowledgment of this addendum (this page) MUST be attached to your SUBMITTAL for Phase I,

Firm Name

Signature Date

Typed Name and Title

Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT)
Office of Transportation Services Procurement
One Georgia Center
600 West Peachtree Street, NW
19" Floor
Atlanta, Georgia 30308

This Addendum, including alf questions and answers, shall become and form a part of the original RFQ package and shall be
taken into account when preparing your proposal.

The purpose of this addendum is to provide the answers to the written questions received during the question and
answer period of the RFQ Phase as follows:

| Questions I Answers |

1. I| Under the key employee section, there is a new || No, the intent is to hire Junior Project Engineers as entry
personnel classification of Junior Project Engineer. The || level degreed employees. The Junior Project Engineer
requirements for the Junior Project Engineer does not || may have the opportunity to gain experience and get
have a way for experience to meet the requirements of || promoted to a Project Engineer if a position becomes
the position, but the Project Engineer does. If the || available.

Project Engineer allows for experience to count, it
would make since for the lower level position to allow
for experience to count as well. GDOT has always
allowed experience to count toward the Project
Engineer position and very few personnel meet the
requirement. K experience will not count, it seems
GDOT will limit competition since this is a change from
past advertisements.

Will GDOT allow a Junior Project Engineer to qualify
with experience instead of a college degree? |

2. || Can years of relevant experience be used to meet No. This pesition will require the employee to have a
minimum requirements for the Junior Project Engineer || degree.
{(versus a degree)




Addendum No. 4
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| was wondering if you could tell me who the
incumbent team was for this on-call contract.

KCI Technologies, Inc.

Do all key team members have to be employees of the
prime consultant?

No. However, at least one key member must be
employed by the prime.
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GDOT GUIDE FOR SELECTION COMMITTEE MEMBERS

RFQ 484-031918
Bridge Bundle — 2018 Engineering Design Services

] This ENTIRE GUIDE must be reviewed carefully by all Selection Committee Members BEFORE the evaluation of submittals.

Coordination and Communication

Kelly Enge!l will coordinate the overall submittal evaluation process and serve as Facilitator of any Selection Committee
Meetings through the completion of the evaluation. All Committee members will be provided copies of submittals and related
information, and will be notified of any proposed (if applicable) meetings, conference calls, and deadlines. IMPORTANT-
All written communication (e-mails, memos, scoresheets, handwritten notes in SOQs, etc.) related to the evaluation can be
subject to public record. Therefore, all such communication should be limited to objective and verifiable information.

Evaluation Process

The evaluation and scoring will be handied in two phases. Phase | will be the evaluation of the written Statements of
Qualifications received from all respondents. Phase Il will be the evaluation of the written responses from the Finalists. The
scoring for the Finalists will be carried forward from Phase | and added to the scores from Phase Il to determine the highest
ranked Finalists and hence with whom negotiations will be initiated. The criteria to be utilized in the evaluation and scori ng
are as follows:;

Phase |
. PM, Key Team Leader(s), and Prime’s Experience and Qualifications — (30% or 300 Points)
PM, Key Team Leader(s), and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity — (20% or 200 Points)
Phase lI
o Technical Approach — (40% or 400 Points)
° Past Performance — (10% or 100 Points)

Phase |
Evaluation of Statements of Qualifications

Evaluation of Eligible Submittals

Submittals determined eligible must be read thoroughly with careful attention to the presence of required submittal content.
The reader should keep the gvaluation criteria in mind when assessing each submittal. As Reviewers read the responses,
they will determine the rating for each criteria as follows:

s Poor = Does Not have minimum qualifications/availability

» Marginal = Meets Minimum qualifications/availability but one or more major considerations are not addressed or is lacking
in some essential aspects

* Adequate = Meets minimum qualification/availability and is generally capable of performing work

¢ Good = More than meets minimum qualifications/availability and exceeds in some aspects

» Excellent = Fully meets qualifications/availability and exceeds in several or all areas

Directions for use of the Evaluation Preliminary Scoring Forms:

Scoring forms will be distributed to all Selection Committee members along with copies of submittals which were received
and validated. Evaluators will have the option of using the hard copy forms or an electronic version of the form. However,
to ensure that Open Records Request can be filled in compliance with the law, Evaluators who choose to use the electronic
version of the form should only maintain one version of the form and must provide the electronic version of the form to
Procurement. Each evaluator will use their numbered scoring form for scoring all submittals. Evaluators must ensure that |
the name of the Firm being evaluated is written in the appropriate box to identify the Firm to whom the ratings and cornments
belong. Using the criteria categories in Evaluation of Eligible Submittals above, each submittal will be given a preliminary
score for each of the criteria. The Reviewer should provide comments for each section which support the rating. Reviewers

v. 3-24-15




! should not seek to write down everything that the submittal contains. Rather, Reviewers should first determine the rating
and then answer why they feel the rating is warranted.

The review, preliminary scoring, and comments MUST be completed prior to the Selection Committee Meeting and
must be sent to the Procurement Facilitator by the deadline given in order to make efficient and effective usage of
all Selection Committee Members time.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS FOR EVALUATING AVAILABILITY

Through working with the consultant industry, they asked that when considering their availability, we consider more than
merely the number of projects they have listed. With this in mind we have allowed space in their SOQ for the respondents
to provide a narrative in their ability. This narrative will allow them to discuss how the organization of the team, including the
PM and Key Team Leaders can deliver the project on schedule given their workload capacity. It also recognizes that some
individuals may be able to meet the schedule while carrying heavier project workloads and allows them to discuss the
advantages of their team and the abilities of their team members which will enable the project to meet the proposed schedule.
If there is no schedule provided, they can discuss the advantages of the team and abilities of the team members which will
enable the project to move as expeditiously as possible. You MUST consider this narrative along with the workload table
when rating the SOQs. You MUST NOT merely look at the workload table solely for making the rating decision.

Evaluation Meating:

All compieted Scoring Forms with the preliminary scores and comments for each criteria of each firm, must be
brought to the Selection Committee Meeting planned for Friday, April 27, 2018. The completed forms must be turned
in at the conclusion of the meeting.

Prior to the meeting, the Facilitator will use the scores and subsequent ranks to determine where the majority of the
discussion should be focused. Generally, the majority of the discussion will center on the top submittals. The Selection
Committee will discuss and determine a final committee rating for each criteria and will provide summary comments as to
why the Committee feels the rating is warranted.

The final rankings will be used to determine the three to five Finalists who will proceed and have their scores carried forward
to Phase |l of the evaluation.

It is important to note, that all evaluation scoring, notes, and comments will be subject to open records and there is
a very high likelihood they will be reviewed by a wide variety of individuals. For this reason, it is extremely important
to adhere to all guidelines and suggestions contained in this Guide for Selection Committee Members.

v. 3-24-15




GDOT SELECTION COMMITTEE PRELIMINARY SCORING AND RANKING OF SUBMITTALS

Sollcitation Title: e B"’;:ﬁ;;i’g;’;g;:f;’;"g peston i Parsons Transportation Group, inc.
Solicitation # RFQ-484-031918 2 HNTB Corparation
PHASE | - Indlvidual Commitiee Member Preliminary Scoring based on Published Criteria Gresham, Smith and Partners
~ 4 Atkins North America, Inc.
5 TranSystems Corporation
{RANKING}) 6 WSF USA, Inc.
Sum of KClI Technologies, Inc.
lndividual | Group Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, F.C.
SUBMITTING FIRMS Rankings | Ranking # Pont Engineering, Inc.
1 American Engineers, ing.
American Consuking Professionals, LLC 28 13 IN RS&H, Inc.
American Engingers, inc. 25 10 - Moreland Aliobelli Associates, Ing,
Atking North America, Inc. 11 4 13 American Consulting Professionals, LLC
Barge Design Solutions, Inc. 41 17 e Long Engineering, Inc.
Calyx Englnears and Consultants 35 15 i Calyx Engineers and Consultants
GHA Consulting, Ing 49 21 L Michael Baker Imternational, inc.
Civil Services, Inc. 73 28 e Barge Design Sclutions, Inc.
Clark Patt_erson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C. 17 ] ae Infrastructure Gensulling and Engineering, PLLC
EFK Moen, LLC 70 27 i Kimlay-Horn and Associates, Inc.
Gresham, Smith and Partners 9 3 20 Fond & Company
HDR Enginesring, Inc, 73 30 . CHA Consulting, Inc.
HNTB Corporation 8 2 2z Stantec Consulting Services, Inc.
Infrastructure Consulting and Engineering, PLLC 44 18 bt Mott MacDonald, LI.C
KCI Technologies, Inc., 16 7 & STV Incorporated dba STV Raiph Whitehead Associates
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. 45 19 - Thomspon Engineering, Inc.
Long Engineerlng._lnc. Ky 14 =8 Falmer Ergineering
Michael Baker International, Inc. 37 16 = EFK Moen, LLC
Moreland Altobelll Associates, nc., 26 12 [%# Civil Services, Inc.
Mott MacDonaid, LLC 59 23 bt Nee!-Schaffer, Inc.
Neel-Schaffer, Inc. 73 29 | ¥ HOR Enginesring, Inc.
Paimer Engineering 68 26 i T.Y. Lin Intematicnal
Parsong Transportation Group, Inc, 7 i
Pond & Company 45 20
Pont Engineering, Ing 18 9
RS&H, Ing. 25 11
Stantec Consulling Services, Inc. 53 22
STV Incorporated dba STV Ralph Whilehead Associates 62 24
T.Y. Lin International 81 3
Thomspon Engineering, ne. 65 25
TranSystems Corporation 11 5
WSP USA, Inc. 14 [




Phase Il

Evaluation of Technical Approach and Past Performance

* Finalists will be required to submit a written response which must detail the Technical approach {(including design
concepts and use of alternative methods).

¢ Past Performance - Procurement will be checking references and will provide the results of the reference checks to the
Selection Committee. The Selection Committee will also be allowed to bring any information for consideration they
have available regarding the Firm's performance on any project/contract.

Submittals and Past Performance information must be read/considered thoroughly with careful attention to the presence of
required submittal content. The reader should keep the evaluation criteria in mind when assessing each submittal. As
Reviewers read the responses, they will make notes in the submittals and must be prepared to discuss their position in the
Selection Committee Meeting for Phase Il. The review and notes MUST be completed prior to the Selection Committee
Meeting.

Evaluation Meeting:

All notes must be brought to the Selection Committee Meeting planned for TBD. The Selection Committee will discuss
and determine a final committee rating for each criteria and will provide summary comments as to why the Committee feels
the rating is warranted. The Committee will assign the following ratings:

s Poor = Does Not have minimum qualifications/availability

 Marginal = Meets Minimum qualifications/availability but one or more major considerations are not addressed or is
lacking in some essential aspects

» Adequate = Meets minimum qualification/availability and is generally capable of performing work

* Good = More than meets minimum qualifications/availability and exceeds in some aspects

e Excellent = Fully meets qualifications/availability and exceeds in several or all areas

EINAL SCORING AND SELECTION

The scores from Phase | and Phase |l will be added together and a final overall ranking will be determined and provided for
Selection Committee approval.

v. 3-24-15




Evaluator 1

&
S
Evaluatlon Criteria ‘Sf &
$ Gy
7
& &
4 L)
& Qf«’g@
Y
& ¥
Phase One
Maximum Points allowed =| 300 200 |Evaluator 1 Individual
SUBMITTING FIRMS v v Total Score | Ranking
American Consulting Professionals, LLC Adequate | Adequate 250 9
American Engineers, Inc. Adequate | Adequate 250 9
Atkins North America, |nc. Good Good 375 2
Barge Design Solutions, Inc. Adequate | Adequate 250 9
Calyx Englneers and Consultants Adeguate.| Adequate 250 ]
CHA Consulting, Inc. Good | Adequate 325 4
Civil Services, Inc. Marginal | Adequate 175 23
Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C. Adequate | Adequate 250 L]
EFK Moen, LLG Marginal | Marginal 125 29
Gresham, Smith and Partners Good | Adeguate 325 4
HDR Engineering, Inc. Adequate | Margmal 200 21
HNTB Corporation Adequate | Excellert 350 3
Infrastructure Consulting and Engineering, PLLC Adequate | Adequate 250 9
KCl Technologies, Inc. Adequate | Good 300 7
Kimley-Hom and Asscciates, [nc. Adequate | Adequate 250 9
Long Engineering, Inc. Adequate | Adequate 250 9
Michael Baker Intemational, Inc. Margmal | Adequate 175 23
Moreland Altobelii Associates, !nc. Adequete| Good 300 7
Mott MacDona!d, LLC Marginal | Adequate 175 23
Neel-Schaffer, Inc. Marginal | Adequate 175 23
Palmer Engineering Marginal | Adequate 175 23
Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. Good Excellant 425 1
Pond & Company Adequate | Adequate 250 9
Pant Engineering, inc. Adequate | Adequate 250 9
|RS&H, Inc. Adequate | Adequate 250 9
Startec Consulting Services, inc. Adequate | Marginal 200 21
STV Ingorporated dba STV Ralph Whitehead Associates Marginal | Adequate 175 23
T.Y. LIn International Maiginal | Marginai 125 28
Thomspon Engineering, Irc. Marginal | Marginal 125 29
TranSystems Cotporation Good | Adequate 325 4
WSP USA, Inc. Adeguate | Adequate 250 9
Maximum Pornts allowed =| 300 200 500|%
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GDOT Solicitation #: - i
i RFQ 484-031918 Phase of Evaluation: PHASEéat::;:;"i"ary

Evaluator #:
Evaluation Committees should assign Ratings (options and explanation for ratings below) to aach Section Commernts must be written in the boxes provided and should justify the rating assigned

Poor = Does Not have minimum qualificationsfavailabitity = 0% of ths Avallable Points .

Marginal = Mssis Minimum qualifications/availabillty but ohe or more major ¢ atfons are hot addreased or is lacking in soms essential aspects = Scora 25 % of Available Polnts
Adeguate = Mests minimum qualification/avallabilly and is generally capable of psrfenming work = 50% of A Points
Good = More then meets minimum guallflcations/aveilability and excesds in some aspects =75% of Avallable Polnts
Encallent = Fully mests qualiflcationsfavallability and excecds in several of mll arsas = 100% of Avallable Foints

A '

B - . Ll L L Bl S b 2 ; i T
A Project Manager, Key Team Loader(s) and Pnme’s Experience and Quallfications - 30% lAnlsnnd Rating

— e i

> | Adegquate
PM has wide variety of bridge replacement projects but only for single locations whife acting as project PM. Roadway KTL appears to have PDP
experience on a couple of non-GDOT projects for single bridge replacements, Bridge KTL has experience with Accelerated Bridge Construction

and LRFD design on a GPOT profect. Prime experfence shows work on shmiiar scoped projects {multiple bridge repiacements) and PM and all
KTL have already worked on profects together.
B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Pnme’s Resources and Workload Capaclty - 20% |Aﬂlumd Rating > ,

Adequate
Organizational chart shows good depth for Roadway and Final Bridge design but only 1 feam for bridge hydraullcs. Org Chart also shows

separateindependent resources for Roadway/Structure/Environmental QC/QA. Chart states commitment to 15% DBE but there Is no further
discussion on how this will be accomplished. Narrative discusses the use of Project Issues Matrix for key Issues that influence design

decisions. All KTL and PM appear to have adequate avallability to perform the fasks. Prime’s org chart shows sufficient resources to complete
project assoclated tasks.
L}

] 5 §o L N [ e J 20 :
A Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Experlence and Qualifications — 30% |A8’-isn=d Rating

o S T

i3 3

> | Adeguate
PM has extensive experionce In widening projects with bridge replacements but shows Ifttle experience in direct bridge repiacement profects
and associated traffic control. Roadway KTL shows some experience with bridge replacement projects for local governments. Bridge KTL
shows sufficlent experlence of the design of replacement bridges.
E Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Pnme’s Rasources and Workload Capaedty — 20% IAﬂlluﬂ‘d Rating

-

hd

> Adequate

Need to Identily KTL in Organizational Charl. Would also be good to further develop chart to show specific personnel assigned fo different area
classes. Nice, brief discussion in regards to the subject bridge sites and expected span arrangements for the sites. All members appear fo
have sufficent avallability to perform these projects and the Prime appears fo have sufficient resources fo complete the project.

A Projact Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Expél:ience and Quﬁflﬁcaﬁons = 365{. |Asslnn=d Rating X : - » I

' Good :

PN detnonstrates good experlence on similarily scoped bridge replacement projects, inchsding similar batch bundiles for the Department.
Roadway KTL shows experience on GDOT bridge replacement projects utilizing different staging technigues. Bridge KTL has varied experience
with different traffic maintenance methods on bridge replacement profects. Prime shows good range of work experience on similar bridge
replacement profects, including the 2016 batch bundle - Contract 4. PM and KTLs have feamed together on several projects prior fo this.

LB Projact Manager, Key Team Leader{s} and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% ,AHinmd Rating __‘_-_._-.—.69 1 Good

Organizational chart shows desp QC/QA feam for most disciplines required for profects. Org Chart also shows 3 Roadway Design teams but
doesn't speclfy teams for environmental or bridge design as well. Good additional resource for constructablliity review of projects. KTLs and
PM demonstrate sufficient capacity to handle tasks for this bundie.
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A Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Pnme's Experienca and Qualiitcations — 30% IAqu"ld Rating » I Adeguate

PM has experience on bridge replacements over stream crossings with some different traffic nmanagement techniques. While Roadway KTL
shows experience on bridge replacement projects for ALDOT, there is very little discussion on various traffic staging techniques that could be
very helpful for the subject projects. Bridge KTL has 35 years of design experience on a varlety of bridge replacement profects. The Prime
shows a varlety of bridge replacement profects but most don't appear to be similar In scope to the projects in this bundie.

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s} and Prime’s Resources and Worklcad Capacity — 20% |A55|9ﬂ°d Rating _.)9 I

Adeguate

Org chart shows good depth, through teams, for most area classes buf also utilizes key team leads as the part of the teams, QU/QA shown for
Roadway and Bridge but not for Environmental. AH personnel presented for this bundile appear fo have avallable workload capacity to
undertake the (asks.

Joren Nam i TE Rl T e e

e

A Project Manager. Key Team Leader{s) and Pnme's Expa'r-aa'nce and Qualifications -30% = IAﬂ!s"-d Rating

Al

> | Adeguate
PM, Roadway KTL and NEPA KTL are working on simllar scoped projects deliverod in a bafch bundle method through GDOT but ail are still in
concept phase or Just had concept phase approved. Bridge KTL has sulfable experience for the anticipcated bridge types but doesn'ft discuss
various staging techniques that could be relevant fo the subject projects. Calyx PM and KTL show experience working together on several
projects prior to these.

B Proiet:lﬁ;nagnr, Kay Team Leadsr{s) and Prime’z Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% |Assrgneu Rating N

o Adequate
Good use of multl-firm area class qualifications for QC/QA but would prefer independent personnel for task. Concern abouf qualifications of
Project QC/QA to check englneering (Roadway/Bridge) work. Org chart shows muitiple resources for each envrionmental area class. Concern
with KTL's as sole source for a required area class. Workload charts show passable capaclty of PM and KTL's for absorbing work for these
profects.




A PlctMnnager; KwTea.n'. Lauder{s) and Pm-nes ;urﬂ‘ﬂd Qual.mi tion - 30% . = i I ‘ﬁﬂn.ﬂ — . )i I = GOOd
PM's experience as a Lead Deslgn Engineer as well as experience as PM on bridge replacement projects with Accelerated Bridge Construction
appiles fairly weill to the subject locatlons. Bridge KTL has good experience with GDOT bridge replacement profects and solving Issues that

arise late In the design process. Roadway KTL demonstrates little experience In bridge replacement profects.
[B Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prme's R and W Capacity — 20% Immmd Rating L

= > Adeguate
Org chart shows 2 design teams for bridge hydraulics and final design but only 1 team for Roadway design. Narrative discusses bringing

meﬂence with ABC techniques to these projects as applicable. Narrative also discusses meeting 15% DBE and which firms will meet this

tag

r Prujuct M . J Key Tear;l Load s} and Prime’s E f ce and Quallﬁ i -3;)% A ' B thrs.-inn-d R-ﬂ.nu }SI ] M ar g.|inall
Most of PM profect management experience Isn'f related to bridge replacement profects. Bridge KTL has passable experience for the suljject
crossings. Most of the Roadway KTL experience is focused on Bridge Rehabilitation profects with no discussion on how these are relevant to
the subject sites. Prime shows little experience with bridge replacement projfects over streams,

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Pnime's Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% llulsﬂld Rating e > ) Ad equ ate
Organizational chart shows depth of many personnel avialable for the different fasks but needs fo further show which personnel would be

responsible for covering the specific area classes within a discipline. Nice that QC/QA personnel Is Independent of deslgn team and from
different firm but concern about experlence checking roadway and environmental documents. PM, Roadway and Bridge KTL show surplus

o=y

A Projact Manager, Key Team Laadar(s) and ane 1 Expenenne and Quallﬁcatlons 30% e |A;=|B"-d lﬁ“""‘\; ke . — - » I Adeg te
PRT shows adequate experience of bridge replacement projects. Roadway KTL has good experience In bridge replacement projects but doesn't

discuss staging approaches that could beneflt the subject projects. Examples provided by Bridge KTL show iittle experience in stream
Ccrossing.
'B Project Manager Key Team L {8) and Pame's Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% [Assigned Rating

[ sy | Adequate
Ory Chart shows deep muitl-disciplined QC/QA but some concern that a KTL Is a member of the QC/QA feam. Oryg Chart doesn't show clear path
of responsibiiity for Roadway and Bridge sections to PM. All KTL and PM appear to have sufficient time fo devofe to project. NEPA KTL is
currentbr very busy but several blg time consuming pmjects appear to be completed prior to the kickoff of these prajects.
A Project Manager, Key Team Lead : ) “and Prime's Expariance and Quallﬂcatmns—so% |A=S|n"=d Rﬂﬂnn _» I M arginal
While PM appears to have varled bridge design experience relevant fo the subject Pprojects, very little project management experience on
similar scoped projects Is presented. Roadway KTL shows very little work experience with bridge replacement projects over water. Bridge
KTL appears to have adequafe bridge design experience but concern with also being PM of project. Prime shows some experience on

delivering single bridge replacement projects for MoDOT and ILDOT buf doesn't present discussion on staging methods or managing concurrent
projects,

B Project Menager, Key Team Leader{s} and Pnme's Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% i‘ ignad Rating -—‘ﬁé I

Marginal

While presentation of resources for each profect is beneficial on Org Chart, it doesnt really display any real different design teams. Also shows
only one Roadway and Bridge engineer for one project while multiple resources are available for the other two. Only 1 person responsible for
QC/QA of all project disciplines. Team appears fo have ample time to perform tasks for project once NTP Is provided.
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A Project Managar, Key Team Leadar(s) and Prime's E 1ce md Qualifications ~ 36 » I Good
PM has been Involved in several big DB projects with a variety of experience sultable for these projects. Roadway KTL shows experience on
different bridge replacement projects and varied approachs to staging traffic. Bridge KTL has ample experience In bridge repiacement projects
as demonsirated in his resume. Prime shows sufficient projects that reflect a quality product can be dellvered for the subject projects.

B Project Manager, Key Team Laader{s} and Prima's Resources and Workload Capacty — 20% | XX Rating

— —— | Adequate

Organizational chart shows Two-team approach that demonstrates adequate resources fo delivery profects. Org charts shows multi-discipliined
QC/QA approach but Iacks envrionmental element. Team appears to have ample time to perforin tasks for project once NTP is provided.

Adequate
PM offers a varied experience of different bridge replacement profects and staging approachs, aithough some of the projects haven't compieted
design yet. The Roadway KTL demonstrates very little experience In bridge replacement projects and the little bit that is shown Isnt very
descriptive of the {ype of work involved. Bridge KTL shows sufficient experience to dellver the expected bridge designs. NEPA lead shows
very little experlence in that role for simiiar type projects. KTL's have worked on bridge replacement profect previously as noted in Prime's
work experience,
B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s} and Prime’s Resources and Workfoad Capacity — 20% I‘minad Rating } > Marg inal
Org chart shows multi-disciplined approach for QC/QA, Including environmental. Narrative includes use of LIDAR for survey purposes fo
enhance survey information gathered. All KTL appear to have a lof of time devoted fo a SC Deslgn-Build profect and there is concern about how
much time will be avallable fo devote to this bundle - It would be helpful to have Included anticipated completion dates.

A Project Manager. Key Team Lnadar{s) and anes Expanenpe ami Quallflcnllons 30% |A=ﬂ|!'l'd Rating » I
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A FProject Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and ane"s Eipanence and Quallﬁca-tions -30% - IAuigmd Rating . _» |

Adequ ate
PM work experience shows a well rounded understanding of bridge replacement projects and various staging methods, Roadway KTL probably

has sufficlent roadway design experience to perform the work but much of what Is shown Is refated to project management and not roadway
design. Bridge KTL demonstrates adequate experience fo lead the necessary design for the subject profects. Prime’s work experience

demonstrates the abllity to handle the subject profects. PM and KTLs have worked together on several projects.
B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Pnme’s Resources and Worktoad Gapacity — 20% IAstl!nvd Rating }__} I

Excellent

Org Chart shows deep, multi-disciplined QC/QA section including constructabllity and cost estimating. Discusses use of Quality Manangement
Pilans and matrix to ensure product prior fo defivery fo GDOT for review. Good narrative on subject bridge locations and possible approaches to
construction of the bridges. Some concerns abouf time available for project by NEPA KTL at the beginning of the projects; however, appreciate
the yearly breakdown of hours in analyzing workload capacity.
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A Project Manager, Key Team Laadar(s] arld ano ‘s Experience and nuliflcallons 3u% IJ-.: ghed Ruiry - » |

Adequate

PM has relavent experience but most seems to be limlited to prellminary activitles on bridge replacement projects. Roadway KTL and Bridge
KTL show good experience on deslgning several bridge replacement projects concurrently. PM and most KTL have worked on previous projects
together and the Prime's experience is sufficient for the subject projects.

rB'Troject Manager, Kay Team Leader(s) and Pnme’s Resources and Workload Capacity - 20% IABllnan Rating _}9 I

Adeguate
Organizational chart shows two-team approach that demonstrates adequate resources fo delivery projects. Narrative discusses use of Utility

coordinator to ald In project delivery. Team appears to have ample time to perform tasks for profect,

e 3 S P T Y T

Adequate
PM displays relevant experience of bridge repiacement projects. Roadway KTL has some experience with bridge repiacement projects, but
actual design work related fo profects Is unclear or don't appear related to roadway activities. Bridge KTL has plenty of experience In bridge
replacement projects but focus is on one fype of staging approach (parallel alignment). Prime demonstrates adequate examples of similar
single bridge replacement profects though most utilized off-site detours for trafffc control,

B. Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% |Asslsn=d Rating > ) G ood

A Project ager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Experience and Qualifications — 30% !Alllsnld Ralihg » |

Org Chart shows two-team approach for design disciplines, Including hydraulics, survey and geotechnical. Muitl-disiplined QC/QA but no defined
subjects for named Individuals and doesn't appear to include Environmental QC/QA. Org chart also shows Section 20 plan team, which are
hecoming Increasing important for environmental processes. Narrative references bridge sites not included in this contract or bundle. FMost of|
feam has good avallabim:y for contfract but concerns about workioad for NEPA KTL.

Adequate
PH has wide variely of experlence with bridge replacement profects for GDOT with several different traffic maintenance technigues. Roadway
KTL shows some experience with bridge replacement profects of simifar scope. Bridge KTL shows sufficlent experience to deslgn the subject
projects. Prime shows plenty of experience on similarlly scoped profects. PH, Roadway and Bridge KTL have worked together on similar
projects.

J B o 4 o & 25 o . ) 5 -: N
A Pro]ecl Managar. Kay Taam Leader(:) and Prlme s Experlence and Quallﬁcaﬂons 30% lMsismd Rating _} |

5 Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Pnme’s Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% Jhﬂinmd Rating

— — Adequate
Org chart and narrative discuss two-team approach for multiple concurrent projecits. PM and all KTL appear to have adequate time to devote fo
sulject profects.
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A Project Manager, Kay Team Leeder{s) and Prime’s Experience and Quallfications — 30% IA“ismd Rating 4» | Ad equ ate
PM demonstrates experience similar to the subject projects but not much discussion on different traffic management methods In rural settings.

All KTLs display example profects similar in scope to the subject projects. Prime has ample experience on similarily scoped profects. PM and
couple of KTLs have worked on several profects fogether previously.

B. Project Manager, Key Team Laader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capatity — 20% i lgned Rating '\ > ]

Adeguate
Org chart shows sufficient depth to performt work and workload capacities for all key personnel seem adequate to take on additional projects.

R T P oy ) L M e T ™= e e v

> | M_awg-_nal__
PM's examples as Lead Design Engineer and Project Manager shows sufficient experience fo successfil provide for the subject projects.
Roadway KTL presents no examples of serving in the role In projects In $0Q and involvement in profects doesn't fully cover responsibiiities of|
Roadway KTL. Bridge KTL shows plenty of experience In bridge replacement profects over water but doesn't discuss different traffic
malntenance methods that may need to be explored for subjject projects. Prime demonstrates sufficient experience on simjlar scoped projects
and profects show that PM and KTL have worked on several similar projects previously.

1 TF o - - .y
B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity - 20% [r==ie Rating } > Ad equate

Org charg shows two-feam approach for many area classes but doesnt appear to use this approach for Environmental. Multi-discipline QC/QA
hut doesn't include environmental. Narrative describes construciability knowledge through design-bulld partnerships. PM and alf KTL appear fo
have sulfficlent avallability to perform tasks required for subject projects.

A Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s} and Prime's E: and Qualifiations — 30% IAsulgnod Rating




A Project Manager, Kéy T'nam"Leaderls) and Prime's E , ' -=‘a|1‘d Qualifications — 0% = |Asslsﬂ=d Rating 3 |

(sl ok

wd Adequate
While most of PM's experience Is roadway design related, experlence as deputy PM for I-16/1-75 Phases 4/5 show sufficlent ability to handle the
3 bundled projects. Roadway KTL experience shows ablilty to complete tasks for subject project though very little discussion on various MOT,
methods. Bridge KTL demonstrates very refevant experience In bridge replacement ‘projects over streams and handling muitiple locations
concurrently. Prime's experience Is sufficient for the sulbjject projects.

[E Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Pnme’s Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% i gnod Rating » | Good

Org chart shows adequate resources fo perform the tasks associated with the subject profects. Mullt-discipline QC/QA approach is shown in
org chart but lacks environmental QC/QA piece. Narrative discusses multi-feam approach to 3 proJects. Narrative mentions capabillty of
providing designs for alternative construction methods (ABC} but no mention of specific methods that the team has experience with. Multiple
Geotech firins available for work. Separate personnef dedicated to Constructabillty Review. P and all KTL appear to have sufficlent fime to
devote to the subject projects.
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Marginal
PM, Roadway KTL and Bridge KTL list projects that are of similar scope to the subject profects but most projects listed are still in prefiminary
plan/concept phase. Prime demonstrates good experience of dellvery multiple profects on same scope through the NC On-call services
contracts though not much detail Is provided In regards to crossings or any traffic maintainence considerations. Only one member of the KTLs
is included with the NC On-Call projects.

B Projact Manager. Key Team Leader{s} and Prime’s Rasources and Workioad Capacity - 20% |A-=|sﬂ-ﬂ Rating » I

A Projsct Manager, Key Team I:n'd'ar(s) and Prime’s Experience and Qu-nliﬁcauons -30% ] i Tane *-mims : » |

Adequate

Org chart shows sufficient depth to perform work. Also displays multi-discipline QC/QA team that covers environmental; however, named
environmental QC/QA are included as resources for performing the work as well. PM and KTLs alf appear to have sufficlent time fo devote fo
subfect profects.
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A Project Manager, Key Tean Leader(s) and Pnime's Experlence and Qualifications — 30% IAuslgmd Rating > | Marainal

PM demonstrates limited experience with bridge repiacement projects over streams and some of the experience appears fo be more roadway
design responsibliities instead of project management. Most of Roadway KTL’s experience appears more appropriate for project management
than roadway design - profects that include roadway design components are not for bridge replacements over streams. Bridge KTL shows
plenty of relevant experience with the FY 2016 DB Batch Bundles, although more discussion on varlous fraffic malntenance expeariences would
he beneficial. Prime's experlence is very applicable to subject projects but no discusslon of various MOT experience.

|E Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime's Resources and Workload Capacrty- 20% Asxlgned Rating LN ’

Adeqguate

Org chart appears to show adequate resources fo perform tasks In conifract. Some concern with only one named person for each environmental
area class. Muiti-disiplined QC/QA, including Environmental, is shown in org chart. Narrative discusses 15% DBE and how It will be met.
Narrative discusses different MOT options for profects. While all team members appear fo have sufficient hours when the subject profects kick-
off there Is some concern about the PM and Bridge KTL commitment fo other profects extending past the provided dates.
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A Project M , Kay Team Leader(z) and Pime’s Experience and Quailicaions — 30% '|Aurun¢d Rating : > |

Marginal

PM displays experience for similar scoped projects and multiple projects concurrently. Roadway KTL presents no specific examples with
bridge replacement experience over water crossings - also some confusion in regards fo actual duties performed on Hsted profects. Bridge KTL
shows sufficient experience for subject bridges BUT provided exampies don't appear fo be directly related to similar fype work. NEPA KTL
doesn't specifically address working on bridge replacement projects. Prime shows adequate experience on similarily scoped projects.

B Projsctﬁ_ ger. Key Team Leader(s) and Prime's Resources and Workload Capacity - 20% Iﬂﬂlnﬂtd Rating : ) Adeguate
Org chart appears fo show adegquate resources to perform tasks In confract. Multl-discipline QC/QA shown but none for Environmental.

Narrative discusses MOT concerns early to help maintain or accelerate schedule. All team members appear to have ample time to begin
profects.
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PM displays very good list of relavent profects and experiences with high gquality provided. Roadway KTL shows good experience on simiiar
scoped projects and discusses various MOT methods utilizied. Bridge KTL shows good experience on similar scoped profects. Prime's
experience demonstrates good examples of bridge replacements over streams and handling multiple projects concurrently.

8 Project Manager, Ksy Toam Leader(s) and Pnime’s Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% i jgnod Rating - : } Excellent

Org chart shows mulit-feam approach for most design elements except environmental and geotechnical. QC/QA provided with multi-discipline
approach including environmental. Named resource for constructabllity review. Narrative discusses additional value from cost estimating for
the profects. Narrative discusses MOT and ABC potential for these bridge sites. All team members appear to have plenty of time to devote fo
subject projects.
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A Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Pnme’s Experience and Qualifications - 30%
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A Projoct Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime's Experlance and Qualifications — 30% |AH5!MH Rating _> | Adeguate
PM demonstrates adequate experience related fo subject projects with discussion of traffic malntenance approaches. Roadway KTL lists
profects that show an accetpable level of experience for performing the profect tasks. Bridge KTL shows several examples of bridge
replacement projects over streams but would desire more discussion on varlous traffic maintenance approachs that may be needed on subject
project. Prime provides sufficient experience that tasks can be performed.




[B Project Manager. Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Workioad Capacity — 20% [Assigrad Rating L

| == — Adequate |
Ory chart doesn't clearly show which personnel will be responsible for certaln area class requirements - appears to be only one person assigned
fo hydraullcs for 3 separate locatlons. Org chart shows multi-disclpiine approach fo QC/QA, including environmental. Nice discussion in
Narrative about site specific parameters for each bridge location. All team members appear to have adequate time to devote fo the subject
projects.

. B E - = - o § . c 4
A Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime's Expenience and Qualifications — 30% i‘ tgned Rating N | Ad eguate

4
The PM has a varied work experience that Is sulfficlent for the subject projects. Roadway KTL appears to have adequate experience for the
subject projects. Bridge KTL demonstrates enough experience to defiver plans for subject profects. Most of NEPA KTL refated experience
seems to be concept or preliminary efforts to date. Most of Prime's experience appears to be focused on delivery of structural plans only;
however, two TIA design-build profects lend support to ability to dellver full contract documents - though there Is no mention of environmental
delivery for the projects.

rB Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Pnme’s Resources and Workload Capaerty —20% IMlimd Reting

— D) | Adeguate
Org chart shows mullt-discipline approach to QC/QA but Iacks environmental QC/QA engineer. Narrative addresses 15% DBE with Jead firm
being DBE quallfied. All feam members show sufficlent workload capacity to take on subfect projects.

E i NEmb] w RReEATD i “E =
A Prolect Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Pnme’s Expenence and Qualifications — 30% i ighed Rating » I

Adequat_g

PAM’s experience demonstrates sufficient experience to deliver subject projects. Roadway KTL has adequate experience for the subject
projects. Bridge KTL has sufficlent experience fo perform deslgn but most of experience is located in Coastal Georgla. NEPA KTL doesn't
specifically address working on bridge replacement projects. Prime shows experience similar to the referenced projects.

B Froject Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime's Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% IMiun-ﬂ Reting LY Adequate

Org chart shows multi-team approach for Roadway/Bridge/Environmental/Geotech/Survey but uses KTL as part of teams. No team approach for
Hydraulfcs. QC/QA Is set up with multi-disipline approach but doesn't include environmental. Workload capacity chart and narrative show
adequate time for each team member to devote to the subject projects.
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A Project M, , Key Team Leader(s} and Pnme’s Expenence and Qualifications — 30% |A=8|un=d Ratlng

> | Adeguate
PM shows adequate experience of bridge replacement projects but not much discussion of coordinating environmental issues on stafed

projects. Roadway KTL demonstrates experience with widening projects that include replacing bridges buf not direct bridge replacement
projects that can have different MOT Issues. Bridge KTL shows sufficlent experlence relative to the subject projects. Prime's work experfence
are suitable for the subject projects.

B Project Manager, Key Team Leadst{s) and Pnme's Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% I’-“i!!"@d Raling  __ __:ﬁé |

Marginal
Org chart shows QC/QA based on discipline and includes NEPA QC/QA. No section on Org chart for Bridge Design - concern for appropriate

resources fo support all three bridge sites on overlapping schedules. Nice “potential Project Risk™ table to demonstrate that these specific
locatlions issues have already been reviewed by team. Team provides named “Trout Stream Expert”. All feam members show sufficlent time to
devofe fo praoject.
fFirm Name: {0~ e S
A Project M » Key Team Leaden(s) and Prime’s Experlence and Qualifications — 30%

ity iy \ -

Marginal
PM’s experience Is sufficient for subject projects but most of referenced projects are grade separations that have different issues and concerns
than sfream crossings. Most of Roadway KTL experience on similar scoped projects Is In reference to 2016 Bridge Bundie 3, which is still In
conceptiprellminary phases. Bridge KTL has applicable experience for the referenced bridges. Prime experience offors very little relevant fo
the subject bridges - the 2016 Bundle profject Is still in early stages of design.
B. Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prnime’s Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% |esignad Rating S

I i > _Adequate
Org chart shows multl-team approach fo Roadway/Bridge/Environmental/Survey/Geotech but not Bridge Hydraulics, Single Source QC/QA for
design BUT Inclirdes named Cost Estimate QC personnel, Multi-firm approach fo be used to perform Independent quality checks. Most feam
members appear fo have sufficient thne fo include subject projects, there is some concern about workload for Roadway KTL - as Final Design
profects come off workload, other prafects In Concept or Prellminary design appear fo be ramping up.
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{8) and Prime‘s Experience and Quallfications — 30% |A“i9ﬂld Rating » [

Marginal
While the DT - Batch 4 Bridge Projects Is an excellent example of different trafflc maintenance approaches for bridge replacement projects, it
and all other examples for the PM describe Lead Roadway Designer work and not project management. Most fo the Roadway KTL experience is
in preliminary phases are not very relevant fo the subject locations. Bridge KTL has adequate experfence fo perform design task for subject
profects but Is listed as "Lead Roadway Engineer™ for Bridge Bundie#i-Confract10. Prime’s listed experience offers little completed projects
that are refevant to the bridges included in this contract.

B. Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prme’s R and Workload Capacity — 20% IAssignad Rating Y

o Marginal |
Single named QA personnel in Org Chart. Org chart doesn't clearly show responsibility for key area classes such as Bridge Hydraulles (4.04).
All team members should be able to handle additional workioad but some concern that many profects Ilfsted are only 50% complefe or less and
may require even more liours as they progress to preliminary andior final design phases.
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Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime’s Expenence and Qualifications — 30% [““‘9"“ Ratirg

> | Marginal |
PM shows limited experience with bridge replacement projects over streams. Roadway KTL lists no direct involvement with bridge
replacement projects over streams. Bridge Roadway KTL demonstrates good experlence for hydraulic modeling of bridges over waterways but
no experience in designing and producing final bridge plans. Prime's experience shows limited work with full bridge replacement projects over
water, including hydraulfe study fo defermine bridge size.
B Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Resourcas and Workload Capacity — 20% IAulu"“i Rating } S I

Marginal




Oryy chart shows single named personnel for QC/QA. Roadway KTL and PM are shown performing several of the roadway design area classes

without other named personnel - concern with delivering muftiple projects on concurrentioveriapping aschedules. Workload capaclty seems
adequate for all feam members to take on sub;ect pnyacfs.
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AProject Maer, Key fnam Laaderts) and anes Expanenca and Quallﬁcatlons 30% . i Toned Rating S—— ; | Sous GOO&
PM shows very good experience with wide variety of bridge replacement projects over streams and varlous assoclated traffic maintenance
approachs. Roadway KTL shows good experience with bridge replacement projects over sftreams and several different methods for MOT.
Bridge KTL shows sufficlent experience for bridge replacements over waterways. Prime shows good experience with similarily scoped profects
and PM, Roadway and Bridge KTL have worked on several similar projects together previously.
B Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prme's Resources and Workload Capacity — 20%

In.ninnd Rating NN

> Adequate
Org chart shows multi-disciplined approach for QC/QA, including environmental, Org chart also shows 3 total teams, one for each project site,

with only some overlap. Only 1 hydraulics team shown on org chart fo cover the 3 locatlons., Also only 1 named person for each environmental

specilty area. Narrative mentions “will easlly exceed the DBE participation goal” but no specifics. All feam members appear fo have sufficient
time fo being the subject profects.

P 1ce and Qualifications - 30% lm.gmd Rating S i oChd

3% | Adeguate
PM and Roadway KTL show sufficient examples of bridge replacement profects over streams and MOT methods. Bridge KTL demonstrates

experience with hydraullc bridge replacement projects though no discussion about fraffic maintenance methods utliizied on various profects.
Prime lists relevant examples fo subject project but most of the work was performed 10+ years ago.
|E Project M . Key Team Leader(s) and Prime s Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% f-‘hsi!nﬂd Rating

:‘_f Lo s | a
A Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime's E

> | Adequate
Org chart shows multi-team approach for Roadway/Bridge/Environmental/Geotech/Survey but only one environmental team. Multi-disciplined
QC/QA, including environmental is provided on Oryg chart. All team members appear to have sufficlent time to devote to the subject projects.




Evaluation Criterla > fd(? £
L
& 4
7
4 Evaluator 2
&
q.
Phase One
Maximum Points allowed = 300 200 Evaluator 2 Individual
SUBMITTING FIRMS v v Total Score | Ranking
American Consulting Professionals, LLC Good | Adequate 325 14
American Engineers, Inc. Good Good 375 4
Atkins North America, Inc. Good Good 375 4
Barge Design Soluticns, Inc. Good | Adeguate 325 14
Calyx Engineers and Censultants Good | Adequate 326 14
CHA Consulting, Inc. Adequate | Good 300 23 }
Civil Services, Inc, Adequate | Adequate 250 28
Clark Patterson Enginears, Surveyor and Architects, P.C. Good Good 375 4
EFK Moen, LLC Adequate | Good 300 23
Gresham, Smith and Pariners Good Good 375 4
HDOR Engineering, Inc. Adequate | Marginal 200 32
HNTB Corporation Good Good 375 4
Infrastructure Consuiting and Engineering, PLLGC Adeguate | Good 300 23
KCI Technologies, Inc. Good Good 375 4
Kimley-Horn and Associates, !nc. Good | Adequate 325 14
Long Engineering, Inc. Good ‘Good 375 4
Michael Baker international, Inc. Good | Excellent 425 2
Morsaland Altobel!i Associates, Inc. Good | Adequate 325 14
Mott MacDonald, LLC Good | Adequate 325 14
Neeal-Schaffer, Inc. Adequate | Adequate | 250 28
Palmer Engineering Adequate | Good 300 23
Parsons Trarsportation Group, Inc. Excellent | Excellert 500 1
Pond & Company Good | Adequate 325 14
Pont Engineering, inc. Good Good 375 4
RS&H, Inc. Good Good 375
Stantec Consulting Services, Inc. Good | Adequate 325 14
STV Incorporated dba STV Ralph Whitehead Associates Good Margina! 275 27
T.Y. Lin Intemational Adeguate | Marginal 200 30
Thomspon Engineering, inc. Good | Adequate 325 14
TranSysiems Corporation Good Excellent 425 2
WSP USA, Inc. Good CGood 375 4
Maximum Points allowed = 300 200 5001%
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GDOT Solicitation #: -
clieltation RFQ 484-031918 Phase of Evaluation: FHRSE ] 2 Preliwitaly
Ratings
Evaluator #;

Evaluation Committees should 23sign Ratings (options and explansting for ratings below] to #ach Section. Comments’ must ba writisn ln the boxes’ prwldnd.lnd shwld}usufy Ihu rwng mlgmd

Poor = Doss Net hava minimum qualificationsiavallabiity = U of Ure Avallabls Foints

Marginal = Meets Minimum qualificationa/svalisb] buumurmon mjor conskirations sTv not ecdimEsed or is Isckmp M some assantial & tpacts = Scora 25 % of Available Points

ulll = Mests minimum quaification/avallability and ts g capable of parforming work = 50% of Avallahle Polnis
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Evaluation Criterla > o{"j
LI
& &
& 48
o
e’eb o
¢ Evaluator 3
3 &
A A
§ Phase One
Maximum Points allowed = 200 200 Evaluator 3 Indnvidual
SUBMITTING FIRMS \d v Total Score | Ranking |
Amercan Consuliing Professionals, LLG Good Good 375 5
American Engineers, Inc. Good Adequate 325 12
Atkins North America, Inc. Good Good 375 5
Barge Design Solutions, Inc. Adequate | Good 300 18
Calyx Engineers and Consultants Good | Adequate 325 12
CHA Consulting, Inc. Adeguate | Adequaie 250 22
Civil Services, Inc. Adeqguate | Adequate 250 22
Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C. Excellent | Adeguafe 400 4
EFK Moen, LLC Adequate | Good 300 18
Gresham, Smith and Partners Excellent | Good 450 1
HDR Engineering, inc. Adequate | Adequate 250 22
HNTB Corporation Excelient| Good 450 1
Infrastructure Consulting and Engineering, PLLC Good | Adequate 325 12
KC! Technologies, Inc. Good Good 375 5
Kimley-Hom and Associates, inc. Adequate | Adequate 250 22
Long Engineering, Inc. Adequate | Good 300 1
Michael Baker International, Inc. Good | Adequate 325 12
IMoreIand Altobelli Associates, Inc. Good Goaod 375 5 |
Mott MacDonald, LLC Adequate | Adequate| 250 22 I
Neel-Schaffer, Inc. Adequate | Adequate 250 22 |
Palmer Engineering Adeguate | Adequate 250 2 b
Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. Good Good 375 5 3
Pond & Cormpary Adequate | Adequate| 250 22 k..
Port Engineering, Inc. Good Sood 375 5
RS&H, inc. Good | Adequate 325 12 '
Startec Consulting Services, Inc. Adequate | Good 300 18
STV incorporated dba STV Ralph Whitehsad Associates Good | Adequate 325 12 B
T.Y. Lin International Adeguate | Adeguate 250 22
Themspon Engineering, Inc. Adequate | Adequate 250 22
TranSystems Corporation Good Good 375
WSP USA, Inc. Excelient| Good 450 1
Maximum Points aliowed =| 300 200 5001% —
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GOOT Solicitation #: -
elclation RFQ 484-031918 Phase of Evaluation: e il
Ratings
Evaluator &
|Evaluation Committess should assign Ratings {options and axplanation for ratings bslow) to aach Section Commenits must ks writien in tho boxes provided and should juﬂ-ﬁ the rating assigned

\Poor = Doss Not have minimum quaificationsiavaiiablllty = 0% of the Avaliable Polis

ssts = Soore 25 % of Avallable Foints

IA Frojact Manager, Key Tum I.udlr(s] and Prima's Exportencs and Quelifications — Sn% Fulm' Reing ‘> I G_Q_Q_d
Camments: PM worked on similar yped projects including snvir tal I and bridges with acceleratad dasign. Roadway, worked on
similar pad profects, Bridge, d on similar scoped profects, NEPA, workad on simifar ped profects including projecits with 47|
{B Frojuct Managor, Koy Tozm Loadaria} and Prime s Ressiroes and Workiond Gapacity - 20% F-lun-d Tating 31 Good

Comunents: Org Chart complate, other resources discussed hava over 19 years of experience sach, discussod organization of key loadors and
how these teamn leads would come together to stay on schedule. Ney team loads available to work on project.

A Prn;oet Manlg-r Kanm Lnd-rt-) and Frima’s Experlance and Qualifications = - 30% lA-lun-d Rating >, l G.Qod

rd

Comments: PM is a certified PM professional, has a high FPR rating, worked on similar pad profe dway, rked on similar scoped

projects, Bridge, jead structural design for over 200 bridges, worked on similar scoped projects, NEPA, he has worked on similar scoped
profects including those with 4f resourcas.

B ?iajoatimmnar. Koy Toam Loadoer(s) and Prime’'s Reaourcas and Workload Capacity ~ 20% IM-lm-d Rating : > [ . A

uate
Commenis: Ory char? cﬂmpla!‘a, HKey team leads have high avallability to work on project.
A Pru]n:l Manager, Kay Tum Leeder{s) and Piime’s Experienca and nunlil!utlnna 0% Imlwld Refing 4 Good
C is: PM ked on similar scoped profects including those with 4f resources and those needing avoldance/minimization measures.

Roadwsay, worked on shnilar scoped projects, Bridge, worked on similar scoped projects. NEPA, he has worked on similar scoped projects
including those with 4f resources. Prime has ipiatod loratad bridge project

[B Project Manager, Key Team Leadur(s) and Prime's Rosources and Workload Capacity — 20% i Rating H | Good

Commenits: Org Chart complete, dis d ftachnology ces, & depth of siafl, identifled constructability/cost estimating and QA/QC staff|
members. Key team leads avallable to work on profect.

A Fm]ut Hlnngor, Koy Toom Lndol(l) and Piitma's Expnrinnu -nd Quallfications — 30% |A-lnnﬂl R;ﬂnn —“» I . Adeguate -
Comments: PM worked on simllar scoped profect with varylng environmantal | Roadway, says designed vous GDOT project:
but all highlighted profects were with ALDOT. Worked on similar scoped ALDOT profacts. NEPA, experience coordinating Pl, worked on
projects with varying f taf i Bridge, rivad on simflar scoped projects.

1B Project Manager, Key Taam Leader(s) and Frima's Resources and Workioad Capacliy ~ 20% Flllnn-d Raling : ) E‘LOOd

Comments: Org Chart complete, staff feam has a combine more than 100 years GDOT bridge experience, identified resources for a two tegm
approach to be able fo do projects simuitaneously, Key feam leads available to work on project.

: DR o e R ' A L

Ia Progact Manager Koy Toam Londar(s) and Prime's Exptﬁmn ‘and Qualiications — 30% Imlm-d Rating _H [ QDDd

!“ ts PM, worked on similar pad proji pm!ecl‘s. gquirs/ed Pl and avoiding and minimizing b Is. A high ber of fas are
currently stili baing ked on. Roadway, riked on projects requiring PI and environmenial, half of the projects highlighted are ar the
concept lavel but are of similar pe, Bridge - develog t of over 200 preliminary bridge dasigns worked on similar scoped projects, NEPA,
expert in documentation and Pl, famiifar with P8 schedulss, worked an 4F documents.

ﬁ Projact ﬁ-nlgbr. Koy Toom Leader{s) and Prmo s Resources and Workdoad Capacity — 20% |Mﬂwed Rating _}s Adem
Comments: Org Chart iplote, dis f ces avallablo, Confused ab Britt's role the Org chart says she is QA/QC but the write up

says she will be involved In all aspects of the profect and does not speclly QAT role so | am a little confused. Ney team leads avallable to
work on project.

5 T T w*ﬂ.«;j e (i Tan T _"rn.:'-, “.' Din R
H H LT, W - AV Dllndiin: . ok, it i

A ‘Frq-:! M-nugar KuyTu-n Ln-d-r{s) and Primu ‘s Expenan-m and nunllﬂuﬂnnl—sn% algriad Rating 4 ﬁdeguatﬂ ]

Ci is PM has ked om simifar pe projects, incloding thoss on T o schedul Bridge worked on similar scope projects,

coordinated with multiple disciplines to revise bridge Iayout, Roadway, no examplas of roadway bridges over water provided. completed MS 4

training, NEPA worked on simifar scoped projects, including projects with 4f resources

[E Projact Manager, Kay Tetan Leadar(s] and Prime s Rescurcas and Worklond Capactty — 20% |Mllnlln Rating > > [ Adequate

Comments: Org chart compiete, suvb consuitant resources briefly discussed, Team Available.

. Profoct Managar, Key Taam Loacoris] ane Phmets Exparience aas Gusissiions —J0% ~— o e R _._._..._.» 1 ‘Ads.qua&_
Comments PM, worked on similar scoped profscts; however, the write up Is confusing - many state served as PM but most exampled do nof
appear to be a PM role rather as fead In design, QC/QA etc. It s unclear of role in scops, schedula, budgel of the profects and overseeing other
leads. Bridge, ked on simil: ped bridges, Roadway, worked on similar scoped projects, NEPA, worked on simifar scoped project,
inclading those needing outreach and having history lssues.

B Project Maneger, Key Team Leadsrs) and Prime’s Resources and Workioad Capacity — 20% |Mblw-d Rating N I Adequate
Lommants: Org chart complete, lm_v team feads have avmlabllity to work on preject. Additional R have d in GA.
s i Y [ T s s = g = e o =

Sry Mane St s . g
A Projact runlgur. Kny Team I.ndar(s) and Prima's Expomm.l ahd Qunliﬁulmm 3% }Aulwml Rugng —___» [ Exmlﬂ]t
Comments PM has worked on similar ped projects coordinating with all team to avold/minimize environmental resources,

coordinated with ufiiity companies, office and design teams. Roadway, M54, PI, worked on similar scoped profects, Bridge, worked on similar
d bridge profi s NEPA familiar with 4, NPS coordination, section 404, Pi, worked on simliar scoped projects.

ii Project Manngar, Kay Taam Lusriors) 2hd Prine’s Resources and Worldosd Capacity — £0% | Ruting LY AdM

| 7 r

Comments Org Chart detalled, briafly dis o fo develop schediule, Available to work on project.




b e

g\ Pm]-ﬂ Mlur. KoyTnm Leaders) and Prim-'s ‘Exparience and Qualications - 30% [restome Rating _q I Adequate Z
Comments: PM /s very experienced In areas of bridge deslgn and has worked on simitar scopad projects ouf of stats, Roadway worked on

elevated roadwszy structure projects, Bridge worked on similar scoped bridge projects, NEPA GA experiance, worked on similar scoped bridge
profects Involving 4{(1), pormits, etc. Firm has sxperlence In other states.

!E Projact Manager, Key Taam Leader(s} and Primo’s Rascurcas aivd Workload Capatity — 20% Imhmd Ruting > > _g_oOd
Comments: Org chart broken out by project, pr d description chart of project activities and firms that prime wili work with to complete.
Team avalfable fo work on pm]lcf.

2 " e 4 e e e . - ' -

A Prajart Munln-r. Kny"'-lm I.udor(u)aud Frlme 'n Eupnﬂnnen and lluallﬂuﬂnm A% 5 IM. e Reds o —_@) [ EXEB“BI’It

& ts: PM d on similar scoped projacts, projects with environmantal and hori; I challs MS4, Roadway, d on simil
ped projects, projects Including MS 4, preparing for PIOH, Bridge, deslgned ovar 100 bridges, worked on similar scoped projecis, Including

thosa with historical sites requiring context sensitive deslgn. NEPA familiar with 4f, NPS coordination, section 404, Pl, worked on similar
scoped profecis.

|B Progect Manager. Kay Team Leader{s} and Prima’s Rasources and Workload Gapacity — %0% lMtlnmdmm ) > Good
Comments: Org chart complete, avallable to work on project, PM familiar with Pri and schedule tracking, Desfgners avallable fo provide

detalled construction activities such as showlng crane location, experfence in ABC that may be beneficial to reduct consitruction time.
Resources familiar with pmjacr area.

A Fru]ace Mnna.-r, Iew Toam Lnd-r(s] and Prime = Exparfance and Quaifications — 30% I-Ililln-d Raling ——4"_ Adequate

& ts PAY rk onsm‘lnrsccp-dpm}acnasamnmmm:dmhfdgemnandmfsmammmmm
on similar scoped profects. NEPA, no bridg 1P t projects highlighted. Profect work Included Pl and permitting issues.

!E Project Manager, Key Team Leaden(z) and Frims's Resources ard Workload Capacity = 20% Ihllmlﬂ Raling : S Adeauagg

briafly dis o, team leads avaliable

A Plojnet nnnr. Kay Teat l.nrhr(s) -nd Prime's Exporfonm and Quaificalions ~ 30% Ihllumd Rating H | E)( “§_r_E
Commeants PM MS 4 expari , Pl experi ), @Xpork with 4(f) resources, worked on similar ped profects, R qy rked on
projects raquiring close environmental coordination, worked on simifar scoped projects, d on projects with historical sites, Bridge worked
through Pl processas, worked on similar ped projects, rked with environmental, NEPA worked on similar ped profects, riced on
histfory docaments,
e Projoct Managar, Kay Tezm Laader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Gapaolty — 20% |Mﬂmd Rating ) > | G_O_Od

Org chart complete, Qualify Manager was identifiad who wilf frack required quality checks, taam
-xparﬁmcod toam members with Aﬂt.‘, foam available fa work on praject.

with experience in the area,

S

A Pm}eet Manag Kﬂy'l‘nm Lnd-r(q)a.nd Prhm’- Exparience and Quallfications — 3 - 17; '“’dn‘;ﬁ'ﬂ" B ——.—.H i Good

Ci i5 PRY ked on profects requiring M54, Pl experi , rkad as PM on the 2016 GPTQ Grand Prize project, worked on similar scoped
j-crs., Road’waypm}ec(, worked on similiar ped projects, d on projects requiring quick turn around time, NEFA worked on similar
ped projects, riked on projects requiring 4f, PI.

[B Projoct Manager, Key Teara Leader(s} and Prime & Rezourcas and Workioad Capasily — 20% Ikﬂﬂmdllillm SN > I Adequate

Comments Org Chart iplete, Team avallabie to work on projects

rn nngnr. Kay‘:l‘n I.ndor(n) e Prime's Equﬂ-nu wird Qulliﬁrnilons-su‘ﬁ : Illllun-d Rating ——e DY | - GODd.

Comments: PM experience communicating with environment, worked on similar ped profects, projects needing PI, worked on ftwo GPTQ

prize projects, Roadway, d on shinilar scoped profects, Bridge worked on similar scoped projacits, coordinated with anvironmental

to ensure constructability or the project, NEFA riced on simil; ped profects, ked on Aistory documents
[B Fropet Managar. Kay Team Leader(s) and Fnme's Rescurces and Woridoad Capacity - 20% Flilm-d Raling = > ) Good

Comments Org Chart complete, has & section 20 plan development lead with 30 years axperience, identified differant teams for profacts.
Avaifable to work on pm}aer.

A Pm}nct llan-unr. Koy Toam Leaders) and Prin.w' = and um'n‘ﬁ'om:;m—au% : Fg-hn-dﬂ-n;ru > I : Adeguate
C ts: PM, ked on similar scoped projects involving closa coordination with / tal, Roadway, riked on similar scoped
projects, Bridge, ABC experience, worked on similar scoped projects, NEPA, worked on similar ped projects reguiring Pi, 4(f) e 404
B Project Manager, Kay Team Leuader(s) and Prima's Rescurves and Workload Capacity - 20% IA-Iumd [ — __*9 | Adeau_a_te

Comments: Org chart complete, resourcas broken out Into several teams to undertake muitipie bridge profacts, team familiar with area, Team
avalfable to work on pm}act.

A Pmim:t n!s-r. Kay Taam L-ad'r(s) und Prime’s. Experlnnen and Qulllﬂeatlonn M% ]Mﬂmd Ratingr “‘-—4 I Adﬁ au iﬂte

Comments PM worksd on profects requiring Pl, worked on similar scoped projects, MS 4, Roadway, MS 4 experience, worked on simllar scopad
projects, Bridge, rked on simifar ped projacts, NEPA kod on similar scoped projects requiring 404 permits

3 Projact Manager, Kay Team Laader;s} and Prima's Resources and Wotkload Capachty - 205 i Rating - : > GDOd
Comments: Org chart complote, team has time fo work on project, two firms and senior staff dedicated to sach major design component,

capaclly fa survey multrple sltes af tmce,

A Prol-n M:muglr. Kw Team I.nder{u) and Frlma " Eupnlhneo and nwllincnﬂnn- -30% .lh:lwlIdThihn ; = ) - | : Good *
Comments: PM worked on simii: ped projects, know MS & requirements, worked on projects needing fo avoid/minimize anvir !
\impacts, Roadway, worked on simij; wpad praje quiring Pl, Bridge, designed over 40 bridges throughout GA, rived om simii: ped
|projects, NEFA has a background in ecologj iy Pl 81, kod on simllar scoped profacts

E Projact Manager, Ksy Team Laader(s) and Prima’s Resources and Woridond Capacity - 20% | Aesigrind Raling : ) I Adeguatg

Comments: Org Chart iplete, 3 survey F to meoet database needs, team avaliable fo work on profect.




A ijucl H:nlq + Kay Team Leader{x) and Prlml s Experiancs and Qllullﬁclhun: —30% !llllnl-d Rating

hd

Good

Comments: PM highlighted one bridge batch project, PM experience /s as Daputy PK and dway lead , Ri a2y, riked on simiiar scopad

profacts requiring context sensitive design solutions, worked on amergency project with tight time frame, Bridge, fead the design of more than
100 GDOT bridgas requiring alf kids of bridge foundations, worked on profects fo design to minimize bridge closures, worked on similar scoped

projects, NEPA o projects with iplex permifting requirements, difficull 106 itations, rked on similar scopad projacts.
}-H. Projact Manager. Koy Team Lsader(s) and PHmas ¢ Resources and Workload Capasity — 20% I-Il-lunodmlln > > | GQ_Dd
Comments: Org Charf compiete, multiple survey teams, NEPA and geotechnical and multiple design i [/ d geotachnical, utilify

coordination and tructabilily review. Key team leads available to work on project.

A Propct Manager, K-y'rnm muarm and Prima's Exporionce and Gumifcations — 309 — el é} [ Adequate
Comments: PM worked on similar ped projects, Roadway, riked on simifar ped proj g g Pl, Bridge, worked on simiiar scoped|
profects, NEPA worked on s‘lmlhruﬂpﬂd’pmj.cts, 4f, 404, and oversaw delivery of many bridges during career.

r Frojact Manln'ur. Ksy Team Leader(s) and Prime 5 Rasources lnd Werkioad Gaplclty—zn* IAWE!M Pating : % Admm

Commants: Gry Chart complate, Avalizbla fo work on profect.

A ijtet Mlnllnnr. Hay Tum Leadar(s) and Prime’s Exparianice and Qualifications = 3% lhirlld Rating - > I AdM

[~ PM, PI experi rked on similar ped projects, Roadway, worked on similar scoped profects, Bridge, worked on similar
scoped projects, NEFA, PIOH, simliar scoped profects, 4{f) evaluations.
!E Project Mlncglr,?w Team Lesder{s) and Prime’® Rescurces and Workload Capachty — 20% i Rating :_) Adm

Commants: Org chart compiete, key team leads avaliable, discussed personnel for different aspect requirements of projeci.

n Prdoctmnnsur,KWTum I.udlrh] 2nd Prime-a Experiance and Quallfications — 30% Fhmd Reding ; > | ; Adm -
Comments: PM has rived In all aspects of project delivery including numerous bridge profects, Pl, project examples simiiar scope,
knowledgeable in MS 4, Roadway, worked on bridge projects in TN, Bridge Dasign, worked on similar ped projects in other states, NEPA

worked on similar iped profect; quiring 404, diffficult section 106 consultations. Prime’s expesience Is all out of state but with similar types
of profects.

ﬁ Project Manager, Hay Team Leader(s) and Pnme’s Resources and Workload Capacity = 20% i Rating : > I AdM
Comments: D:y Chart complete, Key team leads are avallable to work on projact.

A Project Mnnug , Koy Tum Llldll'(l) 4nd Prime’s Experience and Qunlll'ullnnu - 0% = IAulgn-d Fating ﬂ I Good
C ts: PM d/designed over 20 bridge projecis, has project management certification, worked on /I ped profect: Iving
high FPR scores. Understanding of NEPA p. y Roadway, MS4 experii riced on simifar ped profects, Bridge, o on simifar
scoped profects, NEPA, served as env lead for scology surveys and NEPA mbrldga,. 2 , Pl experi

|8 Projact Managar, Key Team Laadar{s} and Prime's Rescurcan and Workload Capacity = 20% i d Rating ) : G_OOd

Comments: Org chart very delalfed, many areas broken Into 3 teams. Resources familiar with bridge profacis and cost astimating, team has
usad innovation fo Identify cost effective sointmns, ABC feam has been granfed 3 patants. Iray feam leads avaliable.

.i\ Prolject Ilun.gnr Kuy'l'n-m L-ldnr(l) and PFnme's Exp-nnm:ﬂ and Gllul,lﬂl:llinn: 30% Iluhmd RaHng 5 > I A I I
Comments PM worked on simiiar scoped projects, Roadway, worked on simifar scoped projects, Bridge designed more than 40 bridges in GA

and has designed varlous lypes of bridges on varlous foundations, NEPA, served as planner on more than 50 profecis, workad on saction 7, air,
neise, PI.

[E Project Manager, Koy Team Lender(s) and Prime & Resourcaes end Workload Caparity — 20% F-ln-d Rating : > Adeguate
Comments; Org Chart complete; described issues team would have to solve fwhich shows thought went info resources), key team leads are

= " " i o E gﬂ'—"“ - - : = -
A Pm]ect M.nnnr Kw Team Lndal(s) nml Frima 5 Expamr:;a‘md mnﬁcaﬁonn W% Thlumd Raling : :; I GOOd
Commeants PM has experience with utllity coordination, permitting, snd stakeholder coordination, worked on similar ped projects, Roadway,
worked on simil: of proj 1, PI, utllity coordination, Bridge, experi d in 7 fypes of al design, worked on over 100 bridge
structures are rehabilitafm of app 120 tures. Worked on similar scoped projects, NEPA, experience over multipie teams to procure
permits, worked/working on prafacts involving cultural i, 404 permits, PI, section 4{f).
*E Preject Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% rA-—luTod_Mm : > G_Ood

Comments: Org chart iplete, feam includes robust survaying skill/availabiifly, prima resource is DBE firm, leads available to work on project.

[ -5 Ha’

A Projact Manager, Koy Team Loader{e) and Prime's Experisnce and Qualifications — 30% TMn-d Pating @} I Good
Comments: PM worked on similar scoped profacts with varying envir i Roadway, #ed as lead engii on 14 bridge projects,
MS4 experience, worked on similar scoped projects, Bridge, worked on similar scoped profects, riked on projects with lerglod’
schedules, NEPA, experience with complex 404 permitting issues, background In architectural history, riked on similar scopad projects.

B Frolact Managar Key Team Leaadar({s} and Prims's Resources end Workload Capecity —20% P-lwlld Rafing > > AdM
Comments: Org chart cmnplats. mulﬂpla survey, anvironmental, and mtochnlc:l firms, key feam leads available.

a Pmpcl Mamglr, K-yTnm Lndnr{s) and PHime s Expnbnen am{ Qunliﬂnnunns sw. i Rating > ] Aggggagg

L~ f5: PM: ked on similar scoped projects, Roadway, ked on similar scoped projects, Bridge, axpeari in afl aspects of.

design, worked on similar scoped projects, NEPA, experience with complax 404 p itting I i, backg d in archit history, worked
on similar scopad projects.

E Project Manager. Key Team Leader(s) and Prime s Resourcas and YWorkload Sapacity 2% |Mn°d Ratng ‘; > Good

Commeanis: Org Chart o and Incliudad QA/QC feam {for each lead area), Included specialized frout stream expert with 34 years
-xp-rl.nce, ream s available fo wwt on pm]ect.

jo:l Mlﬂag-r. Key Taam Lnd-r{u) lnd Prlml sExpcrIarwa and Quallﬁcqnons JD% S Taaigned Rating — e T = 2
> “Good

G ts: PM, expari with Pl, worked on similar ped projects, Roadway, rikad on similar scoped projects, Bridge, worked on project
with ABG, worked on simifar scopad profacts, NEPA, axperience with 4f, Pl, 404, worked on similar scoped profects.




1 r 4

fE Froject Man: Key Team L {s}and Prima's R and Worklond Capacity - 20% T Rating LW Adeguate

Commaonts: a Cost Estimate QC person Is inciuded In Org Chart, Org chart is complete, Avallable to work on project.

A F ij M-g-r Kny 'l'--m I.-nd-r(-) and Frime's. Euperianca ‘nd Qualfcations — 30% JPatianed Rating -—q | - Adequate
Cominents: Comments: PM ; All PM axparionce says as lead engineer not as the PM though text says he has served as 2 PM on projects. As a
fead engineer has worked on projects requiring ext fve public invol Roadway, riced on simil ped projects, Bridge, ked on
similar scoped profects, NEPA axperi coordinating Pl, air/nolse experience.

B Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s} and Prime’s Resources and Werkload Capacity - 20% F-lwnod Rating > 3 Adg_q_uﬂe

3 surveyors, fwo SUE firms and 2 yntm:!nilcﬂ firms. Team Leads available.

A Pro].cl Ilumlr, Kuy Team Loader{s) and ano ‘s Experlance and Qualifications — 30% IAlﬂnmd Rating - '; I Ad m
Comments: PM experience with PI, worked on similar scoped prajacts, Roadway, worked on similar scoped profocts, Bridge, heen Inveived with
over 250 bridge structural and Bydraulfc designs, developed 2-D/1-D daling for Bridge design, ked on ped projects, NEFA
axparienca coordinating Pl, airmoise experiance.
EE Projoct Manager, Key Team Loadsr{s) and Prime's Rarources and Workload Capacity — 20% [ Amalgned Rating >_> l Adm

Comments: Org Chart compiete, Available fo work on project.

n Pm]nr’t llnnngnr, Kay Toam Lnd-r(a] and Frime's Exp-n-m.n ard Ganifications — 30% = JAasianwd Rating = B
> Good

Comments: PM worked on similar scoped projects, worked on projects requiring coordination betwsen agencles due to difficult anv. Conditions,
Roadway, worked on similar scoped projects with high FFR scors, worked on projects with otllifles and anvironmental issves, Bridge,

axparfence with muitiple foundation types, riced on simil; pad projects, NEPA, worked on projects requiring 404, with 4{f), Pl, worked on
simifar scoped profects.
B Project Manager, Koy Toam Leadar{s) and Prime § Resources and Workload Capacity — 20% ‘P;mn-d Tsting > Good

Comments: Org chart compliete, identifies QA/QC for multipie discipiines, Org Chard broken out by project, team leads available to work on

A Projact Mumghr, Kay ‘l’nm Laadar{s) and Prime's Expammu ‘and QuAlTicAlions — alm iAuIm-d Rating Hl — Excellent

Comments: PM MA 4 experience, Pl, ABC profects worked on project that town snvironmental enhancement GFTQ award, worked on similar

scopad pmju:u, Roadway, expenem:e with completing profects with significant environmental Issuss, Pl, worked on simifar scopsd projacts,

Bridge, exp with fating projects with slgnificant envi tal s ked on similar scoped projacts, NEPA, worked on reader

friandly document, wwked’ on profect that won engineering excellence honor Jnval‘vlny many environmental challenges, Including history,
rived on 4f profi s Pl worked on similar scoped projects.

B FProject Managar, Kay Team Lud,r‘s) and Primu’s Rosourcor and Woridead Gapaclty —20% IA—Innld Rating ) '; QODd
Comments: Org Chart has multiple QA/QC team for muitiple discipiines, bled fwo 1 for depth, Roadwny QA/QC 32 years of service,

Bridge QA/QC 48 yesars service, Env QA/QE 37 yoars experience, taan has a technical advisor with 35 years axperisnco, Erosion ControliMsd 21
years axporience and completed 35 bridge hydrauiic stwdies in GA, Team availabie.




GDOT SELECTION COMMITTEE SCORING AND OVERALL RANKING OF TOP SUBMITTALS FOR PHASE [

Bridge Bundle - 2018 Engineering Design

Solicitation Title: . 1
. Services Contract #2 Pargons Transportatior: Group, Inc
Solicitation #: RFQ-484-031918 1 HNTB Corporation
PHASE [ - Individual Committee Member Scorlng and Overall Ranking based on Published 1
Criteria FOR TQP TEN SUBITTALS TranSystems Corporation
[=!
D & Do Y 4 Gresham, Smith and Partners
] a Ko e i
4 Atkins North Amenca, inc.
{RANKING) [ WSP USA, Inc.
[ Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C.
Group 8 Pont Engineering, Inc.
Score Ranking | 6 American Engineers, inc.
& RS&H, Inc.
8 Moreland Aliobelli Associates, Inc.
6 Calyx Engineers and Consultants
Parsons Transportation Group, Ine. 425 1 13 KCI Technologies, Inc.
HNTB Corparation 425 1 ik American Consulting Professionals, LLC
Gresham, Smith and Partners 375 4 14 Long Engineering, Inc.
Atkins North America, Inc. 375 4
TranSystems Corporation 425 1
WSP USA, Inc 325 13
KCI Technologies, Inc. 300 13
Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C. 325 6
Pont Engineering, Inc. 325 K
American Engineers, Inc. 25 B
RS&H, Inc. 325 |
Moreland Altobelll Associates, Inc. 325 ]
American Consulting Professionals, LLC 250 14
Long Engingering, Inc 250 N 14 )
Calyx Engineers and Consultants 325 '8

o

Evaluation Criterla > &
& /& |
& /& |
A |
A 1ok
Gl A i
1
Scores and Group |
Maximum Points allowed =| 300 | 200 Ranking ;
SUBMITTING FIRMS v v [TotalScore | Ranking & ' '
Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. Good | Excelient 425 1
HNTE Corporation Good | Excelient 425 1
Gresham, Smith and Partners Gocd Good 375 4
Atking North America, Inc. Good Good 375 4
TranSystems Corporation Good | Exceilert 425 1
IWSP USA, Inc. Good | Adequate 325 6 I
:KCi Technoiogies, Inc. Adequate| Good 300 13
Clark Patterson Engiresrs, Surveyor and Architects, P.C. Good | Adequate 325 6
Pont Engineering, Inc. Good | Adequate 325 5
American Engineers, Inc. Good | Adequate 325 5
RS&H, inc. Good | Adequate 325 [
Mareland Altobslli Assaciates, Inc. Good | Adequate 325 B
American Consgulting Professionals, LLC Adequate | Adequate 250 14 |
Long Engineering, inc. Adequate | Adequate 250 14
Calyx Engineers and Consuliants Good | Adeguate 325 6
Maximum Points allowed =| 300 200 5001%




IRFQ RFQ-484-031218

PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS

Firm Parsons Transporiation Group, Inc.

# of Evaluators

3

Expenence and Qualifications

Assigned Rating

Good

Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. Project Manager (PM) displayed a good list of relevant projects and experience
with high quality provided. The PM worked on projects that received high field plan review scores. The Roadway
Lead has MS4 experience. The Bridge Lead has worked on similar scope projects. The Bridge Lead has LRFD
experience. The NEPA Lead has served as an environmental lead for ecology surveys and they have public
involvement experience. The Prime has worked on similiar scope projects.

Resources availability and Workload Capacity

IAsquned Rattng Excellent

Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. had a detailed organizational chart and many of the areas were broken into
three (3) teams. The additional resources are familiar with bridge projects and cost estimates. QC/QA provided a
multi-discipline approach, including environmental. Their narrative discussed Maintenance of Traffic (MOT) and
Accelerated Bridge Construction {ABC) potential for bridge sites. They provided named resources for
constructability review. Their key team leads are available to work on the project.

RFGQ RFQ-484-031918 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS

Firm HNTB Corporation

- # of Evaluators|y

Expenence and Qualifications Assigned Rating Good

HNTB Corporation’s Project Manager (PM) identified M$4 experience and worked on projects with Public
Involvement (Pl) and 4(f). The PM also discussed hands-on experience with different construction staging
scenarios and traffic maintenance. The Roadway Lead may have sufficient roadway design experience to perform
the work, but much of what was shown was related to project management and not roadway design. The NEPA
Lead worked on history and similar scope projects. The Bridge Lead and Prime worked on similar scope projects.
The PM and key team leads have worked together on projects previously.

Resources availability and Worklcad Capacity Assignad Rating Excellent

HNTB Corporation provided an organizational chart showing a deep multi-disciplined QC/QA section, including
constructability and cost estimating. They also have Accelerated Bridge Construction {ABC) experience.
Resources have researched the subject bridge locations and possible approaches to construction of the bridges.
Key team leads are avallable to work on the project.

[RFQ RFQ-484-031918 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS -

Firm Gresham, Smith and Parthers

# of Evaluators 3

Assigned Rating : Good

Gregham Smith and Partners' Project Manager (PM) and most team leads demonstrated experience with context
sensitive design with historical properties. The PM and Roadway Lead identified MS4 experience. The NEPA Lead
worked on projects involving Public Involvement (Pl). The Bridge Lead has ample experience in bridge
replacement projects over waters. The Prime has worked on simllar scope projects.

|Expenence and Qualifications

Resourcaes availability and Workload Capacity s d Rating - Good

Gresham, Smith and Partners’ organizational chart showed a two (2) team approach that demonstrated resources
to deliver projects. They stated they have experience in Accelerated Bridge Construction {ABC). They discussed
the PM being familiar with the Primavera schedule. They mentioned their designers would provide detailed
construction activities, such as showing crane locations. Key team leads are available to work on the project.

RFQ {RFQ-484-031918 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm Emklns North America, Inc. # of Eveluators| 3 : o :
|Experience and Qualfications lAssigned Rating Good

several projects.

Atkins North America, Inc. Project Manager (PM) has worked on Accelerated Bridge Construction (ABC) projects.
The PM worked on five (5) similar scope projects, came in on time with the schedule, and was on budget. The PM
and NEPA Lead have worked on projects requiring 4(f) resources. The Bridge Lead has varied experience with
different traffic maintenance methods on bridge replacement projects. The Roadway Lead shows experience on
bridge replacement projects utilizing different staging techniques. PM and key team leads have teamed together on




IR__ |ability and Workload Capacity |Assigned Rating Good

Atkins North America, Inc. organizational chart showed a deep QC/QA team for discipline’s required for the project.
Their narrative named additional resources for constructability and cost estimating with 27 years of construction
experience. The constructability/cost estimator has Accelerated Bridge Construction (ABC) experience. Key team
leads are available to work on the project.

RFQ  [RFQ-84-031918 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm TranSystams Corporation # of Evaluators 3
Exparience and Qualihcations : Sos : Asgsigned Rating Good

Transystems Corporation's Project Manager (PM) and Roadway Lead showed a wide variety of experience with
bridge replacement projects over water and various associated traffic maintenance approaches. The Bridge Lead
and prime showed experience on similar scope projects. The NEPA Lead worked on projects requiring Public
Invoivement (Pl) and 4(f). PM, Roadway and Bridge leads have worked on several similar scope projects.

Resources lability and Workload Capatity Assigned Rating Excelient

Transystems Corporation's organizational chart showed three (3) total teams, one for each project site with only
Jsome overlap In resources. The organizational chart showed one hydraulics team to cover all three (3} locations.
One (1) Environmental Specialist was identified for each area class. The organizational chart showed multi-
disciplined approach for QC/QA, including environmental. Key team leads are available to work on the project.

RFQ RFQ-484-031918 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm WSP USA, Inc. # of Evaluators|s
iExperlent.-e and Qualifications . |Assigned Rating Good

WSP USA, Inc. Project Manager (PM) has extensive experience in bridge projects over water. The PM, Roadway,
and NEPA Leads have Public Involvement (Pl) experience. The PM has MS4 experience. The Roadway Lead shows
experience in completing projects with environmental issues. The NEPA Lead has worked on projects with 4(f).
The Bridge Lead demonstrated extensive experience with bridge projects over water. The Prime has worked on
similar scope projects.

Resources availzbility and Workload Capacity : Asslgned Rating Adequate

WSP USA, inc. identified a multi-discipline QC/QA team, including environmentai. The organizational chart
identified a multi-team approach with depth. Their Narrative provided additional information on various team
members. Key team leads are available to work on the project.

RFQ |RFQ-484-031918 : PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm KC| Technologles, Inc. # of Evaluators 3 ' ] ] '
Experience and Qualifications Assigned Rating Adequate

KCI Technologies, Inc.'s Project Manager (PM) showed relevant experience with bridge replacement projects. The
Bridge Lead showed relevant experience with bridge replacement projects. The Roadway Lead showed some
experience with bridge replacement projects, however actual design work related to projects was unclear. The
NEPA Lead worked on history documents and similar scoped projects., The Prime worked on similar scope
projects.

[Resources availability and Workload Capacity Assigned Rating Good

KCI Technologies, Inc.'s organizational chart showed a two (2) team approach for design disciplines, including
hydraulics, survey, and geotechnical. They identified a section 20 Development Lead with 30 years of experience.
They showed multi-discipline QC/QA, but no defined subjects for named individuals and did not appear to include
environmental. Key team leads are available to work on the project.

RFQ RFQ-484-031918 - PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Flrm Clark Patterson Englneers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C. - # of Evaluators 3
Experience and Quallfications Assigned Rating Good

Clark Patterson Englneers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C. Project Manager (PM) identified utility coordination
experience and GDOT similar scope projects. The PM has coordinated with the USACE on past projects. The
Roadway Lead has MS4 and Public Involvement (PI) experience. The NEPA Lead has experience in 4{f) and PI.
The Bridge Lead provided an example of one (1) project involving stream crossings. The Prime has worked on
similar scope projects.




Rasources availability and Workload Capacity Asslgned Rating Adeguate

Clark Patterson Engineers; Surveyor and Architects, P.C. organizational chart showed deep multi-discipline QC/QA.
Their narrative on additional resources was brief and did not expand upon additional resources. Key team leads
are avallable to work on the project.

RFQ

RFQ-484-031918

PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS

Firm

Pont Englnesering, Inc.

¥ of Evaluators

3

|Expenence and Quailfications

Assigned Rating

Good

Pont Engineering, Inc. Project Manager (PM) has utility coordination and Public Involvement {Pl) experience. The
PM worked on similar scope projects. The NEPA Lead has Pl and 4{f) experience and has worked on similar scope
projects. The Roadway Lead has Pl experience and utifity coordination experience. The Bricdge Lead has
experience on similar scope projects. The Prime has worked on similar scope projects.

IR lability and Workload Capacity

Assigned Rating Adequate

Pont Engineering, Inc. organizational chart showed multi-discipline QC/QA, however no environmental QA/QC was
listed. Their narrative addressed 15% DBE goal with the lead firm being DBE qualified. Their narrative mentioned
robust surveying skills and availablity. Key team leads are available to work on the project.

RFQ RFQ-484-031818 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm Amarican Engineers, [nc. # of Evaluators 3 i &
hExpnnam:e and Qualifications Assigned Rating Good

American Engineers, Inc. Project Manager (PM) is a certified PM Professional. The PM has extensive experience in
widening projects with bridge replacements. The PM worked on projects that had high FPR ratings. The Bridge
Lead and Roadway Leads showed sufficient experience. The NEPA Lead has 4(f) experience. The Prime has
worked on similar scope projects.

[Resources availability and Workload Capacity Assigned Rating Adequate

American Engineers, Inc. organizational chart did not identify key team leads labeled on the org chart, which would
have made it easier to see resources in one location. Evaluators liked the inclusion of the area classes but stated it
would have been helpful to show specific personnel assigned to the different area classes. Their narrative did not
discuss additional resources, however it discussed subject bridge sites and expected span arrangements. Key
team leads are available to work on the project.

RFQ

RFQ-484-031218

PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS

Firm

RS&H, Inc.

it of Evaluators

3

Experience and Qualifications

|Assigned Rating

Good

RS&H, Inc. Project Manager (PM) and Roadway Lead have experience with similar scope projects. The Roadway
Lead has MS4 experience. The Bridge Lead showed sufficient experience to perform design, but most experience
was located in Coastal Georgia. The NEPA Lead has worked on projects with complex 404 permitting issues and
has a background in Architectural History. The NEPA Lead did not specifically address working on bridge
replacement projects. The NEPA Lead has Public Involvement (PI} experience. The Prime has worked on similar
scope projects.

Resources availak:lity and Workload Capacity Assigned Rating Adequate

RS&H, Inc. organizational chart showed a multi-tearn approach for most disciplines, but only one (1) team for
bridge hydraulics. They have QC/QA leads listed, but none for environmental. Their narrative did not provide
details of additional resources. Key team leads are available to work on the project.

RFQ RFG-484-031918 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm Moreland Altoballi Associates, Inc. # of Evaluators|3
IExpenence and Qualif Asslgned Rating Good

|Moreland Altobelli Associates, Inc. Project Manager's (PM) experience as Deputy PM for [-16/1-75 Project, Phases 4
& 5, showed sufficient ability to handle the three (3) bundled projects. The NEPA Lead managed projects with
complex permitting requirements and difficult 106 consultations. The Roadway Lead worked on similar scope
projects requiring context sensitive design solutions. The Bridge Lead demonstrated relevant experience in bridge
replacement projects over water and handling multiple projects concurrently. The Prime has worked on projects
with similar scope.




Resourcas availability and Worklcad Gapacity |Assigned Rating | Adequate

Moreiand Altobelli Associates, Inc. organizational chart showed a multi- discipline QC/QA approach, but lacked
‘environmental QC/QA. Their narrative discussed a multi-team approach to the three (3) projects. They provided
separate personnel dedicated to constructability review. They highlighted their experience in geotechnical and
utility coordination. They mentioned capability in providing Accelerated Bridge Construction (ABC) designs, but no
menion of specific methods the team has experience with. Key team leads are available to work on the project.

iRFQ RFQ-484-031918 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm American Consulting Professionals, LLG # of Evaluators ] 3
Expsnence and Qualthcations Assigned Rating Adequate

American Consulting Professional, LLC Project Manager (PM} worked on projects with Accelerated Bridge Design
and similar scope projects. The NEPA Lead has experience with projects involving 4{f). The Roadway Lead has
worked on similar scope projects. The Bridge Lead worked on Accelerated Bridge Design and similar scope
projects. The Prime has worked on similar scope projects.

Resources avaslebility and Workload Gupacity Ja d Rating | Adequate

American Consulting Professional, LLC orgamzatlonal chart showed a multi-discipline approach for QCIQA,
including environmental. The organizational chart showed a multi-team approach, but one {1) bridge hydraulics
team. Their narrative discussed the years of experience of some of the additional resources. Key team leads are
available to work on the project,

RFQ RFQ-484-031218 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMI|TTALS
Firm Long Enginesring, Ing. # of Evaluators|a
E 1ce and Qualift Assigned Rating Adequate

ELong Englneenng, Inc. Project Manager (PM) has worked on projects requiring Public Involvement (PI) and MS4.
The PM and several key team leads have worked on projects together. The Prime and key team leads have worked
on similar scope projects.

R ilability and Workload Capacity [Asslgnad Rating | Adegquate

Long Engineering, Inc. organizational chart showed sufficient depth to perform work. Their narrative discussed
capacity to survey multiple sites at once. Key team leads have adequate availability to work on the project.

RFQ |[RFQ-484-031918 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
|:im1 [catyx Engtnesrs and Consul # of Evaluators|3
Expenence and Qualifl Assigned Rating Good

Calyx Engineers and Consultants Project Manager (PM), Roadway Lead, and NEPA Lead have Public Involvement
(P1) experience. The NEPA Lead worked on projects requiring 4(f) and discussed famillarity with P6 schedules. The
‘Roadway Lead, NEPA Lead, PM, and Prime listed many projects that are still in early development phases. The
Bridge Lead has experience with similar scope projects.

Resources labkihity and Workload Capacity |Assmnad Rating i Adequate

Calyx Engineers and Consultants project QC/QA personnel's qualifications for reviewing design work were not
discussed In the narrative. The organizational chart showed a multi-team approach for hydraulic studies and
bridge design, but no other disciplines. Key team leads have adequate availability to do the work.




5. ;-.".. '.r, o 'jy

Georgin Deparlnwent uf T ransporiation

SELECTION OF FINALISTS

RFQ-484-031818
Bridge Bundle - 2018 Engineering Design Services

The Georgia Department of Transportation is pleased to announce the
selection of the following firms as finalists regarding the above RFQ:

Contract #1 - Plfs 0015532, 0015543, 0015551, 0015557:

Atkins North America, Inc.

CALYX Engineers & Consultants, Inc.
Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.
RS&H, Inc.

TranSystems Corporation

Contract #2 - Pl#ts 0015556, 0015567, 0015547:

Atkins North America, Inc.
Gresham Smith and Partners
HNTB Corporation

Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.
TranSystems Corporation

Contract #3 - Pl #s 015568, 0015555, 0015560:
American Consulting Professionals, LLC
Atkins North America, Inc.

Gresham, Smith and Partners

Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc.

Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.

WSP USA, Inc.

Contract #4 - Pl #s 015553, 0015540, 0015563:
KCI Technologies, Inc.

Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.
Michael Baker International, Inc.
Volkert, Inc.

WSP USA, Inc.



Contract #5 - Pl#s 0015558, 0015559, 0015564, 0015565, 0015566:
CALYX Engineers & Consultants, Inc

Clark Paterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C.

KCI Technologies, Inc.

Mott MacDonald, LLC

Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.

Volkert, Inc.

Contract #6 — Pli#s 0015534, 0015535, 0015539, 0015544 and 0015561

Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc.
HNTB Corporation

Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.
STV, Inc.

Contract #7 - Pl# 0015538, Pl# 0015541, Pl # 0015542:
American Consulting Professionals, LLC

CALYX Engineers and Consultants, Inc.

Gresham, Smith and Partner

KCI Technologies, Inc.

Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.

WSP USA Inc.

Contract #8 - Pl# 0015546:

Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc.
Jacobs Engineering Group Inc.
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.
Moreland Altobelli Associates, Inc.




Russell R. McMurry, P.E., Commissioner GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

One Georgia Center, 600 West Peachtree Street, NW
Atlanta, Georgia 30308
Telephone: (404) 631-1000

May 30, 2018

NOTICE TO SELECTED FINALISTS

To: Atkins North America, Inc.; Gresham Smith and Partners; HNTB Corporation; Parsons
Transportation Group, Inc. and TranSystems Corporation.

Please send an e-mail confirming receipt of this notice to Kelly Engel (kengel@dot.ga.gov).

Re: RFQ-484-031918 — Bridge Bundle — 2018 Engineering Design Services, Contract #2, Pl#
0015556, Lumpkin County; Pi# 0015567, Union County, and Pl# 0015547, Gilmer County

On behalf of the Selection Committee for the Request for Qualifications (RFQ) referenced above, we congratulate you
and your firm on being selected as a finalist for further consideration. This notice shall serve as an official request for
additional required information and action from finalists. Please refer to the original solicitation {RFQ-484-031918), page
9, VIl Instructions for Preparing Technical Approach and Past Performance Response — Phase Il Response, A&B
and page 11, IX. Instructions for Submittal for Phase Il — Technical Approach and Past Performance Response, A-

D for instructions to submit your package. As a finalist, your firm is required to comply with the written instructions and
remaining schedule below:

A. Technical Approach - 40%

This information will be limited to a maximum of three (3) pages.

Furnish information that may serve to differentiate your firm from other firns and evidence of the firm's fit to the project
and/for needs of GDOT, including:

1. Provide any unique technical approaches your firm offers relative to addressing anticipated design concepts,
use of any alternative methods for delivery (if applicable), and/or management of the project.

2. Identify any unique challenges of the project and how your firm intends to mitigate these challenges, including
quality control, quality assurance procedures. Provide any specific qualifications, skills, knowledge of the

project and project area which may uniquely benefit the firm and project, and your ability and willingness to
meet time requirements,

B. Past Performance - 10%

No additional information should be submitted to fulfill this requirement. Information from the relevant
projects listed as well as information on file with the Department will be used to fulfili this requirement.

Remaining Schedule

d. GDOT completes evaluation and issues notification and other information to finalist firms. 5/30/ 2018

e. Deadline for submission of written questions from finalists 6/06/2018 2:00 PM

f. Phase Il Response of Finalist firms due 6/13/2018 2:00 PM




Notice to Selected Finalists

RFQ-484-031918 - Bridge Bundle — 2018 Engineering Design Services, Contract 2 — P#0015556, Lumpkin County, Pi# 0015567, Union County, & Pi#
0015547, Gilmer County

Page 2 of 2

C.

Einalist Selecii

Final selection will be determined by carrying the scores from Phase | forward for each Finalist and by evaluating the
Technical Approach and Past Performance criteria for Phase Il. For each evaluator, the points assigned to each
criterion will be totaled and a rank will be determined. The rankings of all evaluators will be totaled for each finalist in
order to determine the sum of the individual rankings. The finalists will be ranked in descending order of recommendation
using the sum of individual rankings from the Selection Committee members. Should a tie exist for the highest ranking
firm on the contract/project, and qualifications appear to be equal, the Selection Committee shall defer to the sum of the
individual points and the award shail be made to the finalist with the highest sum.

Negotiations will then be initiated with the top-ranked firm to finalize the terms and conditions of the contract, including
the fees to be paid. In the event a satisfactory agreement cannot be reached with the highest-ranking firm, GDOT will
formally terminate the negotiations in writing and possibly enter into negotiations with the second highest-ranking firm,
and so on in turn until a mutual agreement is established and GDOT awards a contract. The final form of the contract
shall be developed by GDOT.

Please address any questions you may have to Kelly Engel, and congratulations, again, to each of you!

Kelly Engel
kengel@dot.ga.gov
404-631-1576
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GDOT SELECTION GOMMITTEE SCORING AND OVERALL RANKING OF SUBMITTALS

Bridge Bundie - 2018 Engineering Design Services

licitation Title: 1
Solicitation Title Contract #2 Parsons Transportatior Group, Inc.
Solicitation #: RFQ-484-031918 2 HNTE Comporation
PHASE | AND PHASE Il dndividual Committee Member Scoring and Overal Ranking based on Published Criteria 3 TranSystems Corporation
4 Gresham, Smith and Partners
) , Sm
=110 (& 0 2)i{w] £ |a Atkins North America, Inc.
i [
(RANKING)
Surn of

Tatal | Group_

Gresham, Smith and Partners

|Atkine North America, Inc.

SUBMITTING FIRMS Score | Ranking
P, T tation Group, Ing. 800 1
HNTB Corporation 700 2
TranSystems Corp 675 3
4
4

PHASE It
roup Scares an:
Meximum Points allowed=| 300 200 400 100 Ranking
SUBMITTING FIRMS v v v v Total Scora | Rarking

|Parsons Transpertation Group, Inc. Good | Excellent| Good Good 800 1
HNTB Corporation Good | Excellent | Adequate] Good 700 2
TranSystems Corporation Good | Excellent | Adequaie] Adequate| 675 3
Greshamn, Srmith and Pariners Good Good | Adequate| Good 650 4
Atkins North America, Inc. Good Good |Adequate| Good 650 4

Maximum Powts atfowed =] 300 200 400 100 1000 1%




RFQ RFQ-484-031918 PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS
Firm Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. i
Technical Approach Assigned Rating

Good
Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. has worked on similar bridge bundle projects and were able to
quickly agree on the scope of work, and delivered ahead of schedule. They identified their
approach to deliver lock down plans after corrected FFPR to meet schedule. They discussed A3M
and constructability for projects to minimize impacts and possibly lower environmental document
level. They mentioned profile changes will likely be necessary at all locations, but did not discuss
tie in issues with close by intersections. They engaged local officials to obtain concems and

listed those concerns in their technical proposal. They have an in-house construction group to
provide construction feedback and generate a more accurate cost estimate.

Past Performance {Assigned Rating | Good
Based on past performance consultant reference surveys, Parsons Transporation Group, Inc. is a

successful performer. One evaluator stated past experience working with this consultant and had
positive experience.

RFQ RFQ-484-031918 PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS
Firm |HNTB Corporation :
Technical Approach Assigned Rating Adequate

HNTB Corporation presented preferred construction alternatives for each site including reasons
for selected alternatives. Discussed the potential ABC lateral slide for Pl #0015547 and stated
previous experience with this method. Consuitant stated experience along one of the corridors
with the SR 515 project. The evaluators stated it would be helpful to include Pl #s when
referencing projects in the technical approach. The evaluators stated they looked for a unique
project management approach in terms of project scope and schedule, but found generic
approaches. No details were given as to how HNTB Corporation would meet the scheduie,

Past Performance ' |Assigned Rating i Good
Based on past performance consultant reference surveys, HNTB Corporation is a successful
performer. Evaluators stated past experience working with this consultant and stated
performance was generally positive.

RFQ RFQ-484-031918 PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS
Firm |TranSystems Corporation '
Technical Approach Assigned Rating Adeguate

TranSystems Corporation did not provide a unique approach for schedule or scope and did not
discuss QC/QA in their technical approach. Scope and schedule control measures were not
mentioned. They recognized at grade and geometric constraints for Pl #0015556 may dictate the
structure type and discussed use of a vertical abutment wall to aid in achieving this. They
discussed options for traffic mitigation. The evaluators had concerns if single lane signaled
staging is appropriate for the site given proximity to intersection. They acknowledged that beam
transportation may dictate the type of replacement structure. In discussion of traffic alternatives,
they mentioned use of specific ABC methods (side by side beams or precast deck panels) to
speed up construction. For Pl #0015547, TranSystems Corporation stated that a shift of traffic to
the SB bridge is not desirable given the traffic count and truck traffic and focused on using the
median space for either a temporary detour bridge or the replacement bridge. They

acknowledged the Chattahoochee National Forest and coordination that would be reguired.

Past Performance :

No past performance consultant reference surveys were received for Transystems Corporation.
One evaluator stated past experience working with this consultant and stated performance was
generally positive.




RFQ RFQ-484-031918 PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS

Firm Gresham, Smith and Partners

[Technical Approach Assigned Rating Adeguate

Gresham, Smith and Partners made contact with local officials and obtained extensive feedback
on potential issues with maintenance of traffic, specifically the Apple Festival in Ellijay, Georgia.
They presented several replacement options for each bridge site, including positives and
negatives of each. They discussed ABC potential for Pl #0015556, but did not elaborate on a
possible method. They provided a detailed QC/QA plan. The evaluators expressed strong
concemn that the technical approach stated they would develop a full P6 schedule for all activities
on the project because GDOT sets the P6 schedule.

|Past Performance [Assigned Rating i Good

Based on past performance consultant reference surveys, Gresham Smith and Partners is a
successful performer. Evaluators stated they have past experience working with this consultant
and stated performance was generally positive.

Gr RFQ-484-031918 - PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS |
[Firm | Atkins North America, Inc. _
Technical Approach Assigned Rating Adequate

Atkins North America, Inc. technical approach discussed coordinating the bridge bundle meetings
together, where possible. QC/QA was mentioned briefly. They discussed preferred staging
options for each site. They did not give a unique approach for scheduling. The technical proposal
stated, "Our team is built with redundancy in every key discipline with three major exceptions:
NEPA, Roadway, and Bridge Design. It is our experience that these key disciplines are critical to
meeting schedules and the beneft of Atkins North America, Inc. being a full-service firm and that
all of these necessary resources and disciplines reside in one location, reducing the need for
external redundancy.” The evaluators stated they were confused about which redundencies are
provided and which are needed. The evaluators were concerned that the technical proposal
anticipated pile bents at Chestatee River and Suches Creek when existing piles are corroding or
existing substructure are concrete bents.

[Past Performance ' |Assigned Rating | Good

Based on past performance consultant reference surveys, Atkins North America, Inc. is a

successful performer. Evaluators stated they have past experience working with this consultant
and stated performance was generally positive.




Reference Check Summary for
RFQ 484-031918

Description: Bridge Bundie - 2018 Engineering Deslgn Services, Contact #2, Pl #001556 Lumpkins Co., Pl #0015567 Union Co., and

Pl # 0015547 Glimer Co.

e 5
5 £ 5 £ g
E s 3 2 s
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2 E p S ' £
-4 g ™ 5 = (%
£, | 88| E 2 3 g
Questions (to be answered on 1-10 scale, 10 indicates best) = E 58 = 5 g E
1. Rate the firm's quality of leadership in program/project management for your project. T = Fa =53 'F i
Reference 1 10] 10§ _é 104 :
Reference 2 10 9 9y
Reference 3 9 10
Reference 4
Reference 5
Section Average
2. Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the duration of the project. il | A -
Referencs 1 104 10 9 10
Reference 2 15 9 10
Reference 3 9 10)
Reference 4
Reference 5
Section Average
3. Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project goals. (I X
Reference 1 10 10 9| 10
Reference 2 10 ol 9
Reference 3 ] 10
Reference 4
Reference §
Section Average
4. Rate the firm's technical assistance in program/project management.
Reference 1 10, 10 10 10
Reference 2 10 9] 10
Reference 3 9 pl
Refarence 4
Referenca §
Section Average
5, Rate the overali success of the project thus far. ; . I |
Reference 1 10 10 9] 10
Reference 2 10 9
Reference 3 9| 9 ¢
Reference 4
Reference 5
Section Average
Overall Average]  10.00 9.67 9.104 9.80 0.00
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GDOT Transportation Services Procurement (TSP) Reference Check Survey for RFQ 484-031918 (Contract #2)
Atkins North America, Inc. Gwinnett County Transportation Consultant Demand Professional Services

PO

Collector: Email Invitation 1 (Email)

Started: Friday, June 01, 2018 4:00:23 PM

Last Modified: Friday, June 01, 2018 4:12:04 PM
Time Spent; 00:11:40

Emalk; lewis.cooksey@gwinneticounty.com »
IP Address: 12.164.202.28

Page 1: TSP General Instructions

Q1 A conflict of interast may exist when an individual No
engages in activities which may financlally or otherwise
benefit themselves, their relatives or other individuals
with whom they are personally or financially involved as
a result of knowledge, information or action taken in an
official capacity.A conflict of interest may exist where
there Is no actual benefit to the individual. The mere
presence of the opportunity may create the conflict.
Based on the above definition of conflict of interest,is
there any circumstance whereby a conflict of interest
(real or percelved) exists and therefore would cause you
to recuse yourself from completing this survey?

Q2 Contact Information

Name Lewis Cooksey
Title Asslstant Director
Company Gwinnett County
Phone Number 7708227428
Page 2

Q3 Rate the firm's quality of leadership in program/project management for your project.

¥ Excesded Expectations1D

Q4 Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the duration of the project.

* Exceeded Expectatlons10

Q5 Rate the firmi's abllity to meet the established project goals.

4 Excended Expectations10
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GDOT Transportation Services Procurement (TSP) Reference Check Survey for REQ 484-031918 (Contract #2)
Atkins North America, Inc. Gwinnett County Transportation Consultant Demand Professional Services

Q6 Rate the firm's technical assistance [n program/project management.

w Exceeded Expectations10

Q7 Rate the overall success of the project thus far.

4 Exceaded Expectations10

Q8 Please provide comments to substantiate your ratings.

None

2/2



GDOT Transportation Services Procurement (TSP) Reference Check Survey for RFQ 484-031918 (Contract #2)
Atkins North America, Inc, SR 253 over Spring Creek Bridge Replacement, PT #0012683

Emall Invitation 1 (Email)

Started; Tuesday, June 05, 2018 3:53:26 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, June 05, 2018 3:54:57 PM
Time Spent: 00:01:31

Emall: smann@dot.ga.gov

IP Address: 143.100.53.12

Page 1: TSP General Instructions

Q1 A conflict of interest may exist when an individua! Yes
engages in activities which may financlally or otherwise
benefit themselves, thelr relatives or other individuals
with whom they are personally or financially involved as
a result of knowledgs, information or action taken in an
officlal capacity.A conflict of interest may exist where
there Is no actual benefit to the individual. The mere
presence of the opportunity may create the conflict.
Based on the above definition of conflict of interest,is
there any circumstance whereby a conflict of interest
(real or perceived) exists and therefore would cause you
to recuse yourself from completing this survey?

Q2 Contact Information

Name Scoif Mann

Title GDOT Project Manager, Office of Program Delivery
Company Southeastern Enginesring, INC.

Phone Number 7707027033

Page 2

Q3 Rate the firm's quality of leadership in Respondent skipped this question

program/project management for your project.

Q4 Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the Respondent skipped this question
duration of the project.

QS5 Rate the firm's abliity to meet the established project  Respondent skipped thie question
goals.

Q6 Rate the firm's technical asslstance In Respondent skipped this question
program/project management.

1/2



GDOT Transportation Services Procurement (TSP) Reference Check Survey for RFQ 484-031918 (Contract #2)
Atkins North America, Inc. SR 253 over Spring Creek Bridge Replacement, PI #0012683

Q7 Rate the overall success of the project thus far. Respondent skipped this question
QB Please provide comments to substantiate your Respondent skipped this quesilon
ratings.

2712



GDOT Transportation Services Procurement (TSP) Reference Check Survey for RFQ 484-031918 (Contract #2)
Gresham Smith and Partners City of Roswell - Grimes Bridge Road Over Big Creek at Oxbo Road

I L

Collector: Emall Invitation 1 (Emall)

Started: Monday, June 04, 2018 6:33:01 AM
Last Modified: Monday, June 04, 2018 6:33:24 AM
Time Spent: 00-00:23

Emalil: rdeflross@roswallgov.com

IP Address: 216.79.97.66

Page 1: TSP General Instructions

Q1 A confiict of interest may exist when an individual No
engages in aciivities which may financially or otherwise
benefit themselves, their relatives or other individuals
with whom they are personally or financially Involved as
a result of knowledge, information or action taken in an
official capacity.A conflict of interest may exist where
there is no actual benefit to the individual, The mere
presence of the opportunity may create the conflict.
Based on the above definition of conflict of interest,is
there any circumstance whereby & conflict of interest
{real or perceived) exists and therefore would cause you
to recuse yourself from completing this survey?

Q2 Contact information

Name Rob Dell-Ross

Title Engineering Design Manager
Company City of Roswell

Phone Number 7705946282

Page 2

Q3 Rate the firm's quality of leadership In Respondent skipped this question

program/project management for your project.

Q4 Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the Respandent skipped thix question
duration of the project.

Q5 Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project  Respondent skipped this question
goels.

Q6 Rate the firm's technical assistance in Respondent skipped this question
program/project management.
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GDOT Transportation Services Procurement (TSP) Reference Check Survey for RFQ 484-031918 (Contract #2)
Gresham Smith and Partners City of Roswell - Grimes Bridge Road Over Big Creek at Oxbo Road

Q7 Rate the overall success of the project thus far. Respondent skipped this question
Q8 Please provide comments to substantiate your Respondent skipped this question
ratings.

2/2



LU 1TENSportation SETVICSs Frocurement (1 NF) Kelerence URECK SUrvey Ior KiQ 454-051Y 18 (LONTact 74}
Gresham Smith and Pattners GDOT - SR 15/Sandersville Truck Route Grip Rural Widening and New Bridge Over

Railroad Spur Line
Collector: Emall Invitation 1 (Email)
Started: Monday, Juhe 04, 2018 8:52:44 AM
Last Modified: Monday, June 04, 2018 B:56:16 AM
Time Spent: 00:03:31
Emaill: gbrewer@dot.ga gov
IP Address: 143.100.53.12
Page 1: TSP General Instructions
Q1 A conflict of interest may exist when an individual No

engages In activities which may financially or otherwise
benefit themselves, their relatives or other individuals
with whom they are personally or financially involved as
a result of knowledge, information or action taken in an
officlal capaclty.A conflict of interest may exist where
there is no actual benefit fo the individual. The mere
presence of the opportunity may create the conflict.
Based on the above definition of conflict of interest,is
there any circumstance whereby a conflict of interest
{real or perceived) exists and therefore would cause you
to recuse yourself from completing this survey?

Q2 Contact Information

Name George Brewer

Title TIA Preconstruction Manager
Campany AECOM

Phone Number 706-532-0817

Page 2

Q3 Rate the firm's quality of leadership in program/project management for your project.

*r Exceeded Expectations10

Q4 Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the duration of the project.

g Exeseded Expectations10

Q5 Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project goals.

% Exceeded Expectationsi0

1/2



ULV 1TEnsporiation Services Frocurement { 151} KeTerence UNECK SUrvey 1or Kty 434-03151% (Lontract 74)
Gresham Smith and Partners GDOT - SR 15/Sandersville Truck Route Grip Rural Widening and New Bridge Over
Railroad Spur Line
Q6 Rate the firm's technical assistance In program/project management.

r Exceeded Expectations10

Q7 Rate the overall success of the project thus far.

% Exceeded Expectations1d
Q8 Please provide comments to substantiate your ratings.

GSP has done an excellent job in managing this project. We made the decislon to add a roundabout very late in the process and they
were able to keep the project on scheduie and within budget.
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GDOT Transportation Services Procurement (TSP) Reference Check Survey for RFQ 484-031918 (Contract #2)
Gresham Smith and Partners GDOT Bridge Replacement - SR 81 Bridge Over Apalachee River

SEL T

Collector: Emall invitation 1 (Email)

Started: Monday, June 04, 2018 5:27:37 PM
Last Modified: Monday, June 04, 2018 5:38:33 PM
Time Spent: 00:10:56

Emall: chrobinsan@dot.ga.gov

IP Address: 143.100.53.12

Page 1: TSP General instructions

Q1 A confilet of interest may exist when an Individual No
engages in activities which may financially or otherwise
bengfit themselves, their relatives or other Indlviduals
with whom they are personally or financially involved as
a result of knowledge, information or action taken In an
official capacity.A conflict of interest may exist where
there is no actual benefit to the individual. The mere
presence of the opportunity may create the conflict.
Based on the above definition of conflict of Interest,is
there any circumstance whereby a conflict of interest
(real or percelved) exists and therefore would cause you
to recuse yourself from completing this survey?

Q2 Contact Information

Name Charles A. Robinson

Title Assistant State Transportation Planning Administrator
Company GDOT

Phone Number 404-631-1439

Page 2

Q3 Rate the finm's quality of leadership in program/project management for your project.

* Exceeded Expactations1p

Q4 Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the duration of the project.

* Exceeded Expectations 10

Q5 Rete the firm's abillty to meet the established project goals.

b ¢ Exceeded Expectations10

1/2



GDOT Transportation Services Procurement (TSP) Reference Check Survey for RFQ 484-031918 (Contract #2)
Gresham Smith and Partners GDOT Bridge Replacement - SR 81 Bridge Over Apalachee River

Q6 Rate the firm's technical assistance in program/project management.

b 4 Exceeded Expectations10

Q7 Rate the overall success of the project thus far.

w Exteaded Expectations1d
QB Pleass provide comments to substantiate your ratings.

The consultant always responded prompily o request for GDOT. The consultant recelve very high scores on the preliminary and final
field plan review reports. The project was detivered on scheduls.

2/2



GDOT Transportation Services Procurement (TSP) Reference Check Survey for RFQ 484-031918 (Confract #2)
Gresham Smith and Partners GDOT Bridge Replacement - SR 10/US 78 Bridge Over Apalachee River

PEONEE

Collector: Emall Invitation 1 {Emall)

Started: Friday, June 08, 2018 12:50:02 PM
Last Modified: Friday, June 0B, 2018 12:50:42 PM
Time Spent: 00:00:40

Emall: dbrown@dot.ga,gov

IP Address: 143.100.53.12

Page 1: TSP General Instructions

Q1 A confiict of interest may exist when an individual No
engages in actlvities which may financially or otherwise
benefit themselves, their relatives or other individuals
with whom they are personally or flnancially involved as
a result of knowledge, information or action taken in an
official capacity.A conflict of Interest may exist where
there is no actual benefit fo the individual. The mere
presence of the opportunity may create the conflict.
Based on the above definition of confllet of interest,is
there any cireumstance whereby a conflict of interest
{real or perceived) exists and therefore would cause you
to recuse yourself from completing this survey?

Q2 Contact Information

Name Derrick Brown

Title State Scheduling Administrator
Company GDOT

Phone Number 404-631-1571

Page 2

Q3 Rate the firm's quallty of ieadership In program/project management for your project.
r 2

Q4 Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the duration of the project.
% 9

Q5 Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project goals.
4 g

1/2



GDOT Trensportation Services Procurement (TSP) Reference Check Survey for RFQ 484-031918 (Contract #2)
Gresham Smith and Partners GDOT Bridge Replacement - SR 10/US 78 Bridge Over Apalachee River

Q8 Rate the firm's technical assistance in program/project management.
w 8

Q7 Rate the overall success of the project thus far.
- 4 8

QB Please provide comments to substantiate your ratings.

The project was let fo construction In 2012 and is currently open to traffic. GSP was responsive and met the needs/expectations of the
PM in delivering this project.

2/2



GDOT Transportation Services Procurement (TSP) Reference Check Survey for RFQ 484-031918 (Contract #2)
HNTB Corporation Bridge Replacement of SR 32 Over Flint River and Overflow

ETER T RN T,
(SR
o Sy LR, S

Collector: Email Invitation 1 (Email)

Starfed: Tuesday, June 05, 2018 8:35:33 AM
Last Modifled: Tuesday, June 05, 2018 8:40:56 AM
Time Spent: 00:05:22

Emall: sadewale@dot.ga.gov

IP Address: 143.100.53.12

Page 1: TSP General Instructions

Q1 A conflict of Interest may exist when an individual No
engages in aclivities which may financially or otherwise
benefit themselves, their relatives or other individuals
with whom they are personally or financially involved as
a result of knowledge, information or action taken in an
official capacity.A confilict of interest may exist where
there Is no actual benefit to the individual. The mere
presence of the opportunity may create the conflict.
Based on the above definitlon of conflict of Interest,is
there any circumstance whereby a conflict of interest
(real or perceived) exists and therefore would cause you
to recuse yourseif from completing this survey?

Q2 Contact Informaticn

Name Steve Adewale

Title Program Manager

Company Georgia Dept OFf Transpertation
Phone Number 404-631-1578

Page 2

Q3 Rate the firm's quality of leadership in program/project management for your project.
4 9

Q4 Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the duration of the project.
b 4 9

Q5 Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project goals.
w ]
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GDOT Transportation Services Procurement (TSP) Reference Check Survey for RFQ 484-031918 (Contract #2)
HNTB Corporation Bridge Replacement of SR 32 Over Flint River and Overflow

Q6 Rate the firm's technica! assistance in program/project management.

7 Exceeded Expectationz1

Q7 Rate the overall success of the project thus far.
w 8

Q8 Please provide comments to substantiate your ratings.

Firm is responsive and does coordinate the three big project management constralints very effectively.

212



GDOT Transportation Setvices Procurement (TSP) Reference Check Sutvey for RFQ 484-031918 (Contract #2)
HNTB Corporation Bridge Replacement on SR 31/SR 145 Over Withlacoochee River

[ aslideis

Collector: Email Invitation 1 (Emall)

Started: Friday, June 08, 2018 12:51:12 PM
Last Modified: Friday, June 08, 2018 12:54:19 PM
Time Spent: 00:03:07

Emali: dbrown@idot.ge.gov

IP Address: 143.100.53.12

Page 1: TSP General Instructions

Q1 A conflict of interest may exist when an individual No
engages in activities which may financially or otherwise
benefit themselves, their relatives or other individuals
with whom they are personally or financially involved as
a result of knowledge, information or action taken in an
official capacity.A conflict of interest may exist where
there is no actual benefit to the individual. The mere
presence of the opportunity may create the conflict.
Based on the above definition of conflict of interest,is
there any circumstance whereby a conflict of interest
(real or perceived) exists and therefore would cause you
to recuse yourself from completing this survey?

Q2 Contact Information

Name Derrick Brown

Title State Scheduling Administrator
Company GDOT - Office of Program Cantrol
Phone Number 404-631-1571

Page 2

Q3 Rate the firm’s quality of leadership In program/project management for your project.
w 8

Q4 Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the duration of the project.
w 8

Q5 Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project goals.
7 8

1/2



!

GDOT Transportation Services Procurement (TSP) Reference Check Survey for RFQ 484-031918 (Contract #2)
HNTB Corporation Bridge Replacement on SR 31/SR 145 Over Withlacoochee River

Q6 Rate the firm's technical assistance in program/project management.
- 1 9

Q7 Rate the overall success of the project thus far.
" 8

QB Please provide comments to substantiate your ratings.

The project was let to construction In 2013. HNTB provided exceptional customer service and met the expectations of the project
manager.
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UDUL 1TansSpOration Services FToCUrement ( 151) Kelerence Lneck SUrvey 1or K 454-Us 1Y13 (Lontract #2)
Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. GDOT - Bridge Replacement CR 107/Howell Bridge Road over Sharp Mountain
Creek, PI #671951-, Cherokee Co.

Collector: Emall Invitation 1 (Email)

Started: Monday, June 04, 2018 9:50:56 AM
Last Modifled: Mondey, June 04, 2018 9:52:32 AM
Time Spent: 00:01:37

Emall: gmorton@cherokeega.com

IP Adciress: 166.102.55,2

Page 1: TSP General Instructions

Q1 A conflict of interest may exist when an individual No
engages in activities which may financially or otherwise
benefit themselves, their relatives or other Individuals
with whom they are personally or financially involved as
aresult of knowledge, information or action taken in an
official capacity.A conflict of interest may exist where
there is no actual benefit to the individual. The mere
presence of the opportunity may create the conflict.
Based on the above definition of confilct of interest,is
there any circumstance whereby a conflict of interest
(real or perceived) exists and therefore would cause you
to recuse yourself from completing this survey?

Q2 Contact Information

Name Geofirey E. Mortan

Title Public Works Agency Director
Company Cherokee County

Phone Number 878-493-6057

Page 2

Q3 Rate the firm's quality of leadership in program/project management for your project.

% Exceeded Expactations{0

Q4 Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the duration of the project.

¥ Excesdsd Expectations19

Q5 Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project goals.

Y Exceeded Expeactations10

1/2



ULUL Lransporation Services FTOCUrCmENt ( 151°) Keterence Lneck SUrvey 10T K 454-U5 1135 (LONTract #2)
Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. GDOT - Bridge Replacement CR 107/Howel] Bridge Road over Sharp Mountain
Creek, PI #671951-, Cherokee Co.

Q6 Rate the firm's technical assistance In program/project management.

k4 Exceeded Expectations10

Q7 Rate the overall success of the project thus far.

- ¢ Excesded Expectations10

Q8 Please provide comments to substantiate your ratings.

Project was well designed and constructed with minimal issues arlsing during construetion.

212



GDOT Transportation Services Procurement (TSP) Reference Check Sutvey for RFQ 484-031918 (Contract #2)
Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. GDOT - SR 9 at Big Creek Bridge Replacement, P #0005357, Forsyth County

#1

[ SefligiEes

Collector: Emall Invitation 1 (Email}

Started: Monday, June 04, 2018 1:47:23 PM
Last Modified: Monday, June 04, 2018 1:52:41 PM
Time Spent: 00:05:17

Emall: atate@dot.ga.gov

IP Address:; 143.100.63.12

Page 1: TSP General Instructions

Q1 A conflict of interest may exist when an individual No
engages in aclivities which may financially or otherwise
benefit themselves, their relatives or other Individuals
with whom they are personally or financially Involved as
a result of knowledge, information or action taken in an
officlal capacity.A conflict of Interest may exist where
there Is no actual benefit to the individual. The mere
presence of the opportunity may create the conflict.
Based on the above definition of conflict of interest is
there any circumstance whereby a conflict of interest
(real or percelvad) exists and therefore would cause you
to recuse yourself from completing this survey?

Q2 Contact Information

Name Anthony Tate
Title Project Manager
Company GDOT

Phone Number {404) 631-1769
Page 2

Q3 Rate the firm's quailty of leadership in program/project management for your project.
<4 9

G4 Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the duration of the project.

g Exceeded Expectations10

Q35 Rate the firm's abllity to meet the established project goals.
w 9

172



GDOT Transportation Services Procurement (TSP) Reference Check Survey for RFQ 484-031918 (Contract #2)
Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. GDOT - SR 9 at Big Creek Bridge Replacement, PI #0005357, Forsyth Coimty

Q6 Rate the firm's technical assistance in program/project management,

1 Excesded Expectations10

Q7 Rate the overall success of the project thus far.
¥ 9

Q8 Please provide comments to substantiate your ratings.

| have found Parsons fo be one of the better consultant firms we use, as thelr staff Is highly qualified to perform GDOT design. Thelr
local office has personnel with several years of experience working within the federal PDP procese, They've sirived to meet project
milestones, and provide excellant customer senvice with timely responses to project Issues as they arise.
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ULIUL LIENSpOrAtion Services 1Tocurement (13F) Kelerence UNeck SUIVEY 10T K\ 454-U3 1918 {Lontract 7.2)
Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. GDOT - SR 135/US 221 Bridge Replacement et Whitehead Creek, PT #533176-,

Jeff Davis Co.
DT
Collector: Emaf Invitation 1 (Emall)
Started: Wednesday, June 08, 2018 10:05:45 AM
Last Modified: Wednesday, June 06, 2018 10:08:15 AM
Time Spen: 00:02:29
Email: dmoyer@dot.ga.gov
IP Address: 143.100.53.12
Page 1: TSP General Instructions
Q1 A conflict of interest may exist when an individual No

engages In activities which may financlally or otherwise
benefit themselves, their reiatives or other individuals
with whom they are personally or financially involved as
a result of knowledge, information or action taken in an
official capacity.A conflict of interest may exist where
there is no actual benefit to the Individual. The mere
presence of the opportunity may create the conflict.
Based on the above definition of confilct of interest is
there any circumstance whereby a contlict of interest
(real or perceived) exists and therefore would cause you
to recuse yourself from completing this survey?

Q2 Contact Information

Name David Moyer

Title District 5§ Program Manager
Company GDOT

Phone Number £04-291-5880

Page 2

Q3 Rate the firm's quality of leadership in program/project management for your project.

w Exceeded Expectations{0

Q4 Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the duration of the project.

W Exceaded Expectations10

Q53 Rate the firmm's ability to meet the established project goals.

b 4 Exceeded Expectations10

1/2



UDUL 1ransportaiion Services Frocurement ( 1 St Kelerence Uneck SUrvey 1ot KEWQ 484-U31915 (Lontract #.2)
Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. GDOT - SR 135/US 221 Bridge Replacement at Whitehead Creek, PI #533176-,
Jeff Davis Co.

Q6 Rate the firm's technical assistance In program/project management.

b 4 Exceeded Expectations10

Q7 Rate the overall success of the project thus far.

- 4 Exceeded Expactations10
Q8 Pleass provide comments to substantiate your ratings.

They delivered the project ahead of schedula with the schedule never being adjusted. There were only extremely mincr Issues with the
project design and delivery process.

2/2



GDOT Transportation Services Procurement (TSP) Reference Check Survey for RFQ 484-031918 (Contract #2)

TranSystems Corporation SR 17 over Hiawas

#1

=4

Collector: Email Invitation 1 (Emall)

Started: Waednesday, June 06, 2018 10:45:00 AM
Last Modified: Wednesday, June 06, 2018 10:45:52 AM
Time Spent; 00:00:51

Emall: hpatel@dot.ga.gov

IP Address: 174.218.2,124

Page 1: TSP General instructions

Q1 A conflict of Interest may exist when an individual No
engages in activities which may financially or otherwise
benefit themselves, their relatives or other individuals
with whom they are personally or financially involved as
a result of knowletige, information or action taken in an
official capacity.A conflict of interest may exist where
there Is no actual benefit to the Individual. The mere
presence of the opportunity may create the confiict.
Based on the above definition of conflict of interest,is
there any circumstance whereby a conflict of interest
(real or percelved) exists and therefore wouki cause you
to recuse yourself from completing this survey?

Q2 Contact Information

see River

Name Hiral Patel

Title Engineering Director

Company GDOT

Phone Number 404 631 1519

Page 2

Q3 Rate the firm's quality of leadership in Respondent skipped this question

program/project management for your project.

Q4 Rate the overall setvices of the firm's staff for the Respondent skippad this question

duration of the project.

Q5 Rate the firm's abllity to mest the established project  Respondent skipped this question

goals.

Q6 Rate the firm's technica) assistance In Respondent skipped this question

program/project management,

1/2



GDOT Transportation Services Procurement (TSF) Reference Check Survey for RFQ 484-031918 {Contract #2)
TranSystems Corporation SR 17 over Hiawassee River

Q7 Rate the overall success of the project thus far. Respondent skipped this question
Q8 Please provide comments to substantiate your Respondent skipped this queation
ratings.
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8/3/2018 Search Results | System for Award Management

A NEW WAY TO SIGN IN - If you already have

Loe I
a SAM account, use your SAM email for login.gov. i

Login.gov FAQs

ALERT - June 11, 2018: Entities registering in SAM must submit a notarized letter appolnting their authorzed Entity Adminlstrator. Read our updated FAQs to leam more about changes to the
notarized letter review process and other system Improvements.

Search Results

Current Search Terms: parsons* transportation* group* inc.*

Your search for "parsons* transportation* group* Inc.*” returned the following results..,

Notice: This printed document represents only the first page of your SAM search results. More results may be available. To
print your complete search results, you ¢an download the PDF and print it.

Parsons Transportation Group Of New York, Inc Status: Active
DUNS: 075237925 E : 36UP7
CAGE Code View Detalls
Has Active Exclusion?: No DoDAAC:
Expiration Date: 07/05/2019 Debt Subject to Offset? No

. Purpase of Registration: All Awards

PARSONS TRANSPORTATION GROLP INC Status: Active (1)
DUNS: 007579396 CAGE 2 MC8

UNS: = View Detaits |
Has Active Exclusion?: No DoDAAC:
Expiration Date: 05/04/2019 Debt Subject to Offset? No

Purpose of Registration: All Awards

Search Records FAPIIS.gov
Date Access Disclaimers G5A.gov/IAE
Check Status Accessibiiity  GSA.gov
About Privacy Policy  USA.gov
Halp

1BM v1.P.16.20180727-0955
WWiwz

This is a LI.5. General Services Adrinistration Federzl Govermment computer system that is "FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY.” This systern is subject te monitoring. Individuals found
performing unauihorized actividies are subject to discipinary action including criminal prosecution.

hitps/fwww.sam.goviportal/SAM/?navigationalstate=JBPNS_rODAEXdcACJqYXZheCSmYWN leySwb3J0bGVOYnJpZGdILINUQVRFXOIEAAAAAQARd... 111



8/3/2018 Search Results | System for Award Management

A NEW WAY TO SIGN IN - If you already have |

> iogI
a SAM account, use your SAM email for login.gov. ' Subn

Login.gov FAQs

ALERT - June 11, 2018: Entities registering in SAM must subm¥ a notarized letter appointing thelr authorized Entity Administrator. Read our updated FAGs to leam more about changes to the
notarized letter review process and other system improvements.

Search Results

Current Search Terms: parsons* transportation* group* inc.*

Your search for "parsons* transportation* group* Inc.*™ returned the following results...

Notice: This printed document represents only the first page of your SAM search results. More results may be avallable. To
“print your complete search results, you ¢an download the PDF and print it.

Pargong Transportation Group Of New York, Inc Status: Activa(d)

DUNS: 075237925 CAGE Code: 36UP7 l . N l
View Detai

Has Active Exclusion?: No DoDAAC: B ———

Expliration Date: 07/05/2019 Debt Subject to Offsel? No

Purpose of Registration: All Awards

PARSONS TRANSPORTATION GROUP INC Status: Active (3]

DUNS: 007979396 CAGE Code: 4DMCS N
Has Aclive Exclusion?: No DoDAAC:
Expiration Date: 05/04/2019 Debt Subject to Offset? No

Purpase of Registration: All Awards

Search Records FAPIIS.gov
Data Access Disc.aimers GSA.gov/IAS
Check Status Accessibility  GSA.gov
About Privacy Policy USA.gov
felp

IBM v1.P.16.20180727-0955
W2

This Is @ U.S. General Services Administration Feceral Government computer system that is "FOR OFFICIAL USE ORLY." This system Is subject to monfuoring, Individus!s found
perfarming unauthorized activities are subject to disciplinary action including criminal prosecution.

https:/iwww.sam .govlportaIISAMI?navigaﬁonalstate=JBPNS_rOOABXchCJqYXZhaCSmYWNIcy5wb3J0bGVOYanZGdILINUQVRFXOIEAAAAAQApd 1M



8/3/2018 Search Results | System for Award Management

A NEW WAY TO SIGN IN - If you already have

Log I
a SAM account, use your SAM email for login.gov. o

Login.gov FAQs

ALERT - June 11, 2018: Entities registering in SAM must submit a notarized letter appointing thelr authorized Entity Administrator. Read our updated FAQs to learn more about changes to the
notarized letter review process and other system improvements.

Search Results

Current Search Terms: "bowlby & associates inc.*"

Your search for ""bowlby & associates inc.*"" returned the following results...

'Nntice: This printed document represents only the first page of your SAM search results. More results may be available. To
print your complete search results, you can download the PDF and print It.

Bowiby & Associates, Inc. Status: Active[®)

DUNS: 849959800 CAGE Code: 43DDB : - ]
View Details

Has Active Exclusion?: No DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 01/11/2019 Dubt Subject to Offset? No

Purpose of Registration: Al Awards

Search Records FAPIIS.gov
Data Access Disclzimeis GSA.gov/IAE
Check Status Frcessibifity  GSA.gov
About Privecy Policy  USA.gov
elp

IBM v1.P.16.20180727-0955
WWW2

This is a L.5. General Services Administration Federal Government computer system that is "FOR OFFSCE.L USE ONLY." This system is subject to menttering. Individuals found
performing unauthetized activities are subject to discliinary action Including criminal prosecution.

htips:/iwww.sam.goviportal/SAM/?navigationalstate=JBPNS_rO0ABXdcACJqYXZheCS5mYWN leySwb3J0bGVOYnJpZGdILINUQVRFXOIEAAAAAQADd... 11



32018 Search Results | System for Award Management

A NEW WAY TO SIGN IN - If you already have

. - Loy In
a SAM account, use your SAM email for login.gov.

Login.gov FAQs

ALERT - June 11, 2018: Entitles registering In SAM must submit a netarized letter appainting their authorized Entity Administrator, Read our updated FAQs to learn more about changes to the
notarized letter review process and other system improvemerts.

Search Results

Current Search Terms: cardno* inc.*

Your search for "cardno* inc.*" retumed the following results...

Notice: This printed document represents only the first page of your $AM search results. More results may be avallable. To
print your complete: search results, you can download the PDF and print It,

Entity Cardne, Ine. Status: Active
DUNS: 153672147 GE Code: 4QFED o

5 . “ View Details
Has Actlve Exclusion?: No DoDAAC: —
Explration Date: 07/10/2019 Debt Subject to Offset? Mo

Purpose of Registration: All Awards

CARDNO, INC Status: Active[1]

H H P!
DUNS: 827413113 CAGE Code: 1QQP5 ’_—\WW o
Has Active Exclusion?: No DoDAAC: —_—
Expiration Date: 07/18/2019 Debt Subject to Offset? No

Purpose of Registration: AH Awards

o Jomne ——

DUNS: 830343542 CAGE Code: 6BHH7 i

View Details
Has Active Exdusion?: No DoDAAC: AT
Expiration Date: 07/18/2019 Debt Subject to Offset? No

Purpose of Registration: All Awards

—— suus: s

DUNS: 830343070 CAGE Code: 6BHHS .

View Detalls
Has Active Excluston?: No DoDAAC: S i
Expliration Date: 07/18/2019 Debt Subject to Offset? No

Purpose of Registration: All Awards

o Jowmone Sep—

DUNS: 078391683 CAGE Code: 6PWA1L H

L View Detalls
Has Active Bxclusion?: No DoDAAC: el
Expiration Date: 06/06/2019 Debt Subject to Offset? Mo

Purpose of Registration: All Awards

https://www.sam.goviportal/SAM/?navigationalstate=JBPNS_rO0ABXdcACJqYXZheCS5mYWN leySwh3J0bGVOYnJpZGdILINUQVRFXOIEAAAAAQAR... 1/2



wa3/2018

[ ey |

CARDNO, INC.

DUNS: 148844975

Has Active Exclusion?: No
Expiration Date: 05/01/2019
Purpose of Registration: All Awards

cvom e

DUNS: 153672337

Hes Active Excluslon?: No
Explration Date: 0570172018
Purpose of Registration: All Awards

CARDNO GS, INC.

DUNS: 611603457

Has Active Exclusion?: No
Explration Date: 12/22/2018
Purpose of Registration: Al Awards

o Jone

DUNS: 175369701

Has Active Exclusion?: Mo
Explration Date: 09/28/2018
Purpose of Reglstration: All Awards

B vi.P.16.20160727-0955
Wwwz

Search Results | System for Award Management

Status: Active

CAGE Code: 42UP5

View Details ]
DoDAAC: _—

Debt Subject to Offset? No

Status: Active

CAGE Code: 380X2 W—‘I)emils “_I
DoDAAC: Lo T
Debt Subject to Offset? No

Status: Actve[7)

CAGE Code: 0L251 VR
[ View Details J

DoDAAC: —
Debt Subject to Offset? No

Status: Active

CAGE Code: 3HIAL

View Detalls
DoDAAC: —-t
Debt Subject to Offset? No
Search Records FAPIIS.gov
Dets Access Discleimers GEA gov/IAE
Check Status Accessibility GSA.gov
About Privacy Poficy USA.gov

Help

This is a U.5. General Services Administration Federsl Gavernment computer system that is "FOR OFFTCEAL USE ONLY." This system Is subject to monioring. Indivicusls found
performing unauthorized actvities are sibject to disciplinary action includ-g criminai prosecution,

hitps:/iwww.sam .gov/portal/SAM/?navigationalstate=JBPNS_rO0ABXdcACJqYXZheC5mYWN leySwb3J0bGVOYnJpZGdILINUQVRFXOIEAAAAAQADd... 2/2



8/3/2018 Search Resuits | System for Award Management

A NEW WAY TO SIGN IN - If you already have Lok En
a SAM account, use your SAM emall for login.gov. - e
Login.gov FAQs

ALERT - June 11, 2018: Entitles registering In SAM must submit a
hotarized letter review process and other system Improvements.

notatized letter appointing their authorized Entity Administrator. Read our-updated FAQs to learn mare about changes to the

Sezarch Results

Current Search Terms: contour* engineering* lic*

Your search for "contour* engineering* llc*” returned the following results...

Notlice: This printed document represents only the first page of your SAM search results. More results may be available. To
print your complete search results; you can download the PDF and print [t.

: CONTOUR ENGINEERING, LLC Status: Active [
DUNS: 050433932 CAGE Code: 3EPX6 i

View Details |
Has Active Exclusion?: No DoDAAC: —_—
Expiration Date: 09/06/2018 Dabt Subject to Offset? No

Purpose of Registration: All Awards

Search Records FAPIIS.gov
Datz Access Disciaimers GSA.gov/IAE
Check Stutus Accessibility  GSA.gov
Aboul Privecy Policy  USA.gov
relp

1B vi.P.16.20180727-0955
WNW2

This is a U.S. General Services Adminis:raticn Feders' Governmer: computer system that is "+OR OFFICIAL USE OKLY." This system Is subject to monitaring. Tndividuals fond
perferming unauthorized activities are subject te discip,.nary actior including criminal prosecuticn,

hltps:llwww.sam.govfportaUSAMI?navigationalstate=JBPNS_rOOABXchCJqYXZheC5mYWNIcy5wb3JObGVOYnJpZGdILINUQVRFXOIEAAAAAQApd A



8/3/2018 Search Results | System for Award Management

A NEW WAY TO SIGN IN - If you already have

P teg In
a 5AM account, use your SAM email for login.gov, e

Login.gov FAQs

ALERT - June 11, 2018: Entities registering In SAM must submit a notarized letter appointing their authorized Entity Administrator, Read our updated FAQs to learn more about changes to the
notarized letter review process and other system improvements.

Search Resuits

Current Search Terms: ecological* solutions*

‘Your search for "ecological* solutlons*" returned the Tollowing results...

Notice: This printed document represents only the first page of your SAM search resuits. More results may be available. To
print your cornplete search results, you can download the PDF and print it.

Iora Ecologlcal Sobutions Status:  Active

DUNS: 650691699 NCAGE Code: SVZ62 N
View Details
Has Active Exclusion?: No DoDAAC:
Expiration Date: 06/13/2019 Dabt Subject to Offset? No
Purpose of Registration: Al Awards
Entity CIRRUS ECOLOGICAL SOLUTIONS, L.C. Status: Actve
DUNS: 222921 Code: 1
UNS: 1592229 CAGE e: 1QPWS [:v:lew Deta:ils: i
Has Active Exclusion?: No DoDAAC:
Expiration Date: 06/12/2019 Deabt Subject to Offset? No
Purpose of Registration: All Awards
Conservetion and Ecological Land Solutions LLC Status: Active X
Sz 745056 E : B2| T
DUNS: G036 CAGE Code: PT6 View Detals
Has Active Excluslon?: No DoDAAC: S
Expiration Date: D5/29/2019 Debt Subject to Offset? No

Purpose of Registration: All Awards

R Sp—

DUNS: 079320165 CAGE Code: 73DZS - I

View Detalls |
Has Active Exclusion?: No DoDAAC: A —
Expiration Date: 04/02/2019 Debt Subject to Offset? No

Purpose of Registration: All Awards

ECOLOGICAL SOLUTIONS INC Status: Actve

DUNS: 110230385 CAGE Code: 4GL03 -

L_Vlew Detalls
Has Actlve Exclusion?: No DoDAAC: B
Expiration Date: 01/02/2019 Debt Subject to Offset? No

Purpose of Registration: All Awards

https:flwww.sam.govlportallSAM/?navigationaIstate=JBPNS_rOOABXchCJqYXZheCSmYWNIcywa3J0bGVOYanZGdILIN UQVRFXOIEAAAAAQART... 1/2



8/3/2018 Search Results | System for Award Management
Entity Status:  Active 3

ECOLOGICAL SOLUTIONS GROUP LLC

: DUNS: 622580667 CAGE Code: 4CVTS
View Detalls |
" Has Active Exclusion?: No DoDAAL: S
Expiration Date: 09/19/2018 Dabt Subject to Offset? No

Purpose of Registration: All Awards

e sw et

DUNS: 828576566 CAGE Code: 58151 )

View Details
Has Active Exclusion?: No DoDAAC: e
Explration Date: 09/01/2018 Debt Subject to Offset? No

Purpose of Reglstration: All Awards

s it s o e

DUNS: 080830308 CAGE Code: 7XKM3 i o
View Detalls
Has Active Exclusion?: No DoDAAC: i . —
Expiration Date: 08/24/2018 Debt Subject to Offset? No
Purpose of Registration: All Awards
Search Records FAPLIS.cov
Dati Access Disclzimers GSA.gov/IAE
Check Status Accessibifty  GSA.gov
About Privecy Policy USA.gor

iielp
IBM v1.P.16.20180727-0955
www2

This e & L.S. General Services Adm:nistration Federal Government compuier system that is "FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY.” This system is subject to monitoring, Individua's found
performing unautherized activities are subject to disciplinary aciion including criminal prosecution.

hitps:fiwww.sam.goviportal/SAM/?navigationalstate=JBPNS_rO0ABXdcACJqYXZheC5mYWN lcy5wb3J0bGVOYnJpZGdILINUQVRFXOEAAAAAQADP... 272



8/3/2018 Search Results | System for Award Management

A NEW WAY TO SIGN IN - If you already have ;. Log In
a SAM account, use your SAM email for login.gov. ©
Login.gov FAQs

ALERT - June 11, 2018: Entities registering In SAM must submit a notarized etter appointing thelr authorized Entity Administrator. Read our updated FAQs to learn more about changes to the
notarized letter review process and other system Improvements.

Search Results

Current Search Terms: "kennedy engineering & associates group Iic*"

Notlce: This printed document represents only the first page of your SAM search results. More results may be available. To
print your complete search results, you can download the PDF and print t.

No records found for current search.

Search Records FAPIIS.gov
Deir Acoess Disciaimers GEA.go /1A
Chetk Siaivs Accessibility GSA.gov
About Privecy Policy  USA.gov
Halp

IBM v1.P.16.20180727-0955
Wz

This is & U.S. General Services Administration Federal Governme-it computer system that is "FOR OFFICIAL USE ON°.Y.” Th's system is subisct to monitoring. Individuals found
performing unauthorized sciivities are subject to dlsciplinary action inciuding criminal prosecution.

https:lew.sam.govlportaI!SAM!‘?navigationalswte=JBPNS__rOOABXchCJqYXZheCSmYWNIcywa3J0bGVOYanZGdILI NUGQVRFXO{IEAAAAAQADPd... 111



8/3/2018 Search Results | System for Award Management

A NEW WAY TO SIGN IN - If you already have .

> Log ¥
a SAM account, use your SAM emall for lagin.gov. . i

Login.gov FAQs

ALERT - June 11, 2018: Entities registering in SAM must submit a notarized letter appointing their authorized Entity Administrator. Read our updated FAGSs to leam more about changes to the
netarized letter review process and other system improvements,

Searcli Results

Current Search Terms: new* south* associates* inc.*

Your search for "new* south* associates* Inc.*" returned the following resuits...

Notice: This printed document represents only the first page of your SAM search results. More results may be available. To
print your complete search results, you can download the PDF and print it

' New South Associates, Inc. Statyue: Active(+]

DUNS: 197533573 CAGE Code: 0K628 Viow Detals

Has Active Exclusion?: No DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: 05/11/2019 Debt Subject to Offset? No

Purpose of Registration: All Awards
Search Records FAPIIS.cov
Data Access Disclaimers GSA.gov/IAT
Check Status Accessibility  GSA.gov
Abouit Privecy Policy  USA.gov

ielp
IBM v2.P.16,20180727-0955

WWW2

This Is & 1.5, General Services Administration Federal Gove-nment computer system that is "FOR OFFICLAL USE ONLY.” This system is subject to monitaring. Individuals found
performing unauthorized activities are subject to disciplnary action including criminal prosecution.

https:llwww.sam.govipoltaIISAM!?navigationalstats=JBPNS_rOGABXchCJqYXZheCSmYWN leySwb3J0bGVOYnJpZ GdILINUQVRFXO0IEAAAAAQAP... 171



8/3/12018 Search Results | System for Award Management

A NEW WAY TO SIGN IN - If you already have 108 In
a SAM account, use your SAM email for login.gov. -
Login.gov FAQs

ALERT - June 11, 2018: Entities registering In SAM must submit a

notatized letter appelnting thelr authorized Entity Administrator. Read our updated FAQs to learn more about changes to the
notarized letter review process and other system improvemnents,

Search Results

Current Search Terms: southeastern* engineering* inc.*

Your search for "southeastern* englneering* Inc.*" returned the following results...

Notice: This printed document represents only the first page of your SAM search results. More results may be available, To
print your complete search results, you can download the PDF and print it

‘ Southeastern Enpinesring Salas, Inc. Status: Active(+]

DUNS: 091216945 CAGE Code: 6R297
View Detalls
Has Active Exclusion?: No DoDAAC:
Explration Date: 05/17/2019 Debt Subject to Offset? No
Purpose of Registration: All Awards

Searcn Records FAP.IS.gov
Detz Access Disclzimers GSA.gov/IAE
Check Status Accessibility — GSA.gov
About Piivacy Policy  USA.gov
relp

1BM v1.P.16.20180727-0955
WWW2

This is a L.S. General Services Administretion Fedeiai Government computer system that is "FOR OFFICLAL USE ONLY." Thig system is subject io manitoring. Individuals found
performing unauthorized activities are subject to disciplinary action including criminal prosecution.

https:llwww.sam.goviportaI!SAMI?navigationa!state=JBPNS_rOOABXchCJqYXZheCSmYWN lcy5wb3.J0bGVOYnJpZGdILINUQVRFXOIEAAAAAQAp...  1/1
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ALERT - June 11, 2018: Entities registering in SAM must submit a notarized lether
notarized letter review process and other system improvements.

Search Results

Search Results | System for Award Management

A NEW WAY TO SIGN IN - If you already have ;.

a SAM account, use your SAM email for login.gov. "

Log In
Login.gov FAQs

appointing thelr authorized Entity Administrator. Read our updated FAQs to leam more about changes to the

Current Search Terms: terracon* consultants* inc.*

Your search for "terracon* consultants* Inc.*" returned the following results...

Notice: This printed document represents only the first page of your SAM search results. More results may be avatlable. To
jprint your complete search results, you can download the PDF and print it.

Terracon Consultants, Inc.

DUNS: 081043099

Has Active Exclusion?: No
Explration Date: 07/31/2019
Purpose of Registration: All Awards

Terracon Consultants, Inc.

DUNS: 613569961

Has Active Exclusion?: No
Expiration Date: 06/11/2019
Purpose of Registration: All Awards

Terracon Congultants, Inc

DUNS: 081229603

Has Active Exdusion?: No
Expiration Date: 05/18/2019
Purpose of Registration: All Awards

Terracon Consultants, Inc.

DUNS: DBUO593009

Has Active Exduslon®: No
Explration Date: 06/11/2019
Purpose of Registration: All Awards

Entity !rmnmmc

DUNS: 081106183
Has Active Exclusion?: No

. Expiration Date: 04/18/2019
Purpose of Registration: All Awards

https:ﬂwww.sam.govlporiallSAMI?navigationalstate=JBPNS_r00ABXchCJqYXZheCSmYWN ley5wh3J0bGVOYnpZGdILINUQVRFXOIEAAAAAQADP... 1/2

CAGE Code: 85A71
DoODAAC:
Debt Subject to Offset? No

CAGE Code: 1DIPS
DoDAAC:
Debt Subject to Offset? No

CAGE Code: 83VT7
DoDAAC:
Debt Subject to Offset? No

CAGE Code: 81DHY
DoDAAC:
Debt Subject to Offset? No

CAGE Code: 834C1
DoDAAC:
Debt Subject to Offset? No

Status: Active

View Details !

Status: Active

View Details |
S —

Status: Active (1)

View Detalls |

Status: Active

[ View pesais |

.. S ———

Status: Active ()

| viewdenis_|



8/3/2018

[ oy |

TERRACON CONSULTANTS, TNC.

DUNS: 799212840
Has Active Exclusion?: No
Explration Date: 04/16/2019

. Purpose of Registration: All Awards

E TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC.

DUNS: 780498775

Has Active Excdusion?: No
Expiration Date: 04/16/2019
Purpose of Reglistration: All Awards

TRRRACON CoNeuLTANT, C

DUNS: BDG6738477

Has Active Exclusion?: No
Expiration Date: 04/16/2019
Purpose of Registration: All Awards

TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC.

DUNS: 7950134084
Has Active Exdusion?: No

' Expiration Date: 05/09/2019
Purpose of Registration: Al Awards

TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC.

DUNS: 789367604

Has Active Exclusion?: No
Explration Date: 04/17/2019
Purpose of nglst_ratlon: All Awards

I8 v1.P,16,20180727-0955
W2

Search Results | System for Award Management

Status: Ache

CAGE Code: OWSVZ?

View Details

DODAAC:
Debt Subject to Offset? No

Status: Active (¥)

CAGE Code! 4FPHB8

View Details

DoDAAC:
Debt Subject to Offset? No

Status: Active

CAGE Code: SDSL?
DoDAAC:
Debt Subject to Offset? No

[ view beas |

Status: Active[F]

CAGE Code: 1)BX4

View Details
DoDAAC: _

Debt Subject to Offset? No

Status: Active

:
CAGE Code: 3VPPO ———— |
DoDAAC: -
Debt Subject to Offset? No
Search Rocords FAFTIIS.gov
Jiita Access Discizimers GSA.gov/1AE
Check Staus Accessibilly  GSf.gov
About Privecy Poicy  USA.gov
kelp

This is & U.5. General Services Administration Feders] Govemnment comuter system that is "FOR OFFICLAL USE ONLY." This system is subject to monitoring. irdividuals found
performing inauthorized activities are subjiect to disci;. nary action including crmina! prosecution.

https:lew.sam.gov!ponaI!SAMf?navigationaistate=JBPNS_rOOABXdcACJqYXZheCSmYWNIcy5wb3J0bGVOYanZGdILINUQVRFXOIEAAAAAQApd -

2/2



STATE OF GEORGIA DEPARTMENTOF TRANSPORTATION

NOTICE OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTANT QUALIFICATION
You are quallfied to provide Consulting Services to the Department of Transportaton for the
arag-ciasses of work checked below. Nolice of qualification is not a notice of selection.

NAME AND ADDRESS DISPOSITION DATE EXPIRATION DATE
PARSONS TRANSPORTATIONS GROUP February 8, 2018 December 14, 2020
3577 Paricway Lane, Bullding 5, Sulte 100,
Norcross, GA 30092

SIGNATURE

Al forel

1.  Transportation Planning 3.  Highway Design Roadway (continued)
X 101 State Wide Systems Planning X 309 Traffic Control Systam Analysis, Design and
X 1.02  UrbanArea and Reglonal Transportation Planning Implementation
— 108  Aviation Systeme Planning - 310  Utiity Coordination
X 1.04 Mass and Rapid Transportation Planning X 311 Architecture
X 105  AMemate System snd Corridor Location Pianning X 312  Hydraulic and Hydrologicel Studies (Roadway)
— 1.06  Unknown ) X 313  Fadillties for Bicycles and Pedestrians
X 1.08a NEPA Documentation ~ 314  Historic Rehablitation
X 1.08b History - 315  Highway Lighting
- 1.06¢c Air Studies _ 318  Value Engineering
X 1.06d Nolse Studles X 317  Design od Toll Facilities Infrastructure
X 106e¢ Ecology 4.  Highway Structures
X 1.06f  Archasology X 4.01a Minor Bridges Design
- 1.D06g Freshwater Aquatic Surveys - 4.01b Minor Bridges Design CONDITIONAL
X 4.02  Malor Bridges Design
_ 1.08h Bat Surveys — 403 Movable Span Bricges Design
X 107  Atfilude, Opinion and Community Valua Studies X 404  Hydraullc and Hydrological Studles {Bridges)
- 108  Airport Master Planning — 4.05 Bridge Inspection
X 1.0  location Studies 8. Topography
X 110  Traffic Studles — 501 Land Surveying
B § Traffic and Toli Revenue Siudies - 5.02 Engineering Surveying
X 112  Major investiment Studies - 5.03 Geodetic Survaying
X 1143  Non-Molorized Transportation Planning - 5.04  Aerlal Photography
2. Mass Transit Oparations .. 5.06  Asrial Photogramimetry
- 201 Mass Transh Program (Systerns) Management ~ '5.06 Topographic Remote Sensing
X 202 Mase Transit Feasibility and Technical Studies - 507 Carography
X 203  Mass Transit Vehicls and Propulsion System -~ 5.08  Subsurface Utiity Englnesring
X 204  Mass Transit Controls, Communications and 6. Solls, Foundation & Materals Testing
Information Systemns — BDta Soll Surveys
X 205  Mases Trensit Architectural Engineering - 6.01b Geologlkal and Geophysical Studies
X 208  Mass Transit Unique Struciures - B.02  PBridge Foundation Studias
X 207 Mass Transit Elechrical and Mechanical Sysiems _ 603 Eydnr%ulaand Hydrological Studies (Sofls and
ou n
X 208 I\Sn:ravllc‘l‘;srans!t Operatlons Management and Support  etie Loy )Ma’eerlals Testing
_ 209  Aviation — 8.04b Fleld Testing of Roadway Consiruction Materials
— 210  Mass Transit Program (Systems) Marketing _ 6.08 Harzard Waste Site Assessment Studies
3. Highway Design Roadway 8. Construction
X 301  Two-Lane or Mulilane Rural Generally Free X 8.01  Construction Supervigion
Access Highwey Design 9. Eroslon and Sedimentation Control
X 302 Two-Lane or multi-Lane with Curb and Gutter X am Eroslon, Sedimentation, and Pollution Controt and
Generally Free Access Highways Design Including Comprehensive Monitoring Program
Storm Sewers - 9.02  Rainfall and Runcff Reporting
X 303 Two-lane or Multi-Lane Widening and — 98.02 Field Inspections for Compliance of Eroslon and
Reconstruction, with Curb and Gutter and Storm Sedimeniation Control Dsvices Installations
Sewers in Heavily Developed Commercial Industrial
and Residential Urban Areas C
X 3.04 Multi-Lane, Limited Access Expressway Type
Highway Design
X 3.05 Design of Urban Expressway and Interstate
X 3.08 Trafflc Operations Siudles
X 3.07  Traffic Operations Design
X 3.08 Landscape Architeciure




STATE OF GEORGIA DEPARTMENTOF TRANSPORTATION

NOTICE OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTANT QUALIFICATION
You sre qualified to provide Consulting Servicas to the Department of Transpertation for the
area-classes of work checked below. Notice of qualification Is not a notice of salaction,

NAME AND ADDRESS DISPOSITION DATE EXPIRATION DATE
BOWLBY & ASSOCIATES, INC. May 11, 2018 May 31, 2021
504 Autumn Springs Court,
Franklin, TN 37067
SIGNATURE
Hhcl izl
1. Transportation Planning L2 Highway Dealgn Roadway (continued)
- 101 State Wide Systemns Pianning -~ 308  Traffic Control Systern Analysis, Design and
- 1.02  Urban Area and Regional Transportation Pianning Impiementation
- 103  Aviation Systems Plarining ~ 310  Utity Coordination
— 104  Mass and Rapld Transportation Planning - 3.1t  Architectura
— 1.08  Alternate Syslem and Corridor Locatlen Planning — 3.2  Hydraulic and Hydrological Stuglies (Roadway)
— 1.06  Unknown — 313  Facliities for Bloycles and Pedestrians
— 1.06a NEPA Documentation — 314  Historic Rehabilitation
- 1.06b History - 315  Highway Liphting
X 1.086c Alr Studies - 316  Value Englneering
X 108d Noise Studies = 317  Design od Toll Fadliies Infrastruchire
_ 1.06e Ecology 4, Highway Structures
~ 1.08f Archaeology ~ 4.01a Minor Bridges Design
-~ 1.08g Freshwater Aquatic Surveys — 401t Minor Bridges Design CONDITIONAL
- %02  Major Bridges Design
- 1.06h Bat Surveys — 403  Movable Span Bridges Design
- 107  Afiitude, Opinion and Community Value Studies - 404 Hydraufic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
- 108  Almport Master Planning . 4.05 Bridge inspection
_ 1.08 Location Studies &. Topography
— 110 Traffic Studies - 501  Land Surveying
-~ 111 Traffic and Toll Revenue Studies - 502  Engineering Surveying
- 112 Major Investment Studies -~ 5.03  Geodefic Surveying
113 Non-Motorized Traneportation Planning - 504  Aeral Pholography
2. Mass Transkt Operations — 505  Agrial Phologrammetry
. 2m Mass Transit Program (Syslems) Management -~ 508 Topographic Remate Sensing
- 202  Maes Transit Feaslbility and Technica) Studies « 907 Cartography
- 203  Mass Transit Vehicie and Propulsion System = 508 Subsurfece Utility Engineering
2.04  Mass Transit Controls, Communications and 6. Solls, Foundation & Materials Testing
Information Systems - 6.01a Soil Surveys
— 205  Mass Transit Architectural Engineering - 6.01b  Geoclogical and Geophysical Studies
- 2086  Maes Transit Unique Structures - 6.02 Bridge Foundation Studles
- 207  Mass Trangit Bleciical and Mechanical Systerns -~ 803  Hydrauiic and Hydrological Studies (Solls and
- 208  Mass Transit Operations Management and Support Foundation)
Services ~ B6.04a  Laboratory Materigls Testing
- 209 Aviation - &.04b  Field Testing of Roadway Construction Meterials
~ 210  Mass Transit Program (Syslems) Marketing = 8.05  Hezard Wasle Site Assessment Studles
3 Highway Design Roadway 8. Construction
- 301 Twolane or Muiti-Lane Rural Generally Free - 801  Construction Supervision
Access Highway Deslgn 8. Erosion and Sedimentation Control
- 3.02  Twolane or multi-Lane with Curb and Gutler - 801  Eroslon, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control and
Generally Free Access Highways Design Including Comprehensive Monitoring Program
) Storm Sewers - 8.02 Rsinfall and Runoff Reparting
-~ 303  Two-Lane or Multi-Lane Widening and — 903  Field inspectlons for Compllance of Erosion and
Reconstruction, with Curb and Gutter and Storm Sedimentation Control Devicas Installations
Sewers In Heavily Daveloped Commercial Industrial
and Resldertial Urban Areas
- 304  Multi-Lane, Limited Access Expressway Type
Highway Design
— 3.068 Design of Urban Expressway and Interstate
- 3.08  Traffic Cperations Studies
~ 307  Traffilc Operations Design
.. 3.08  Landscape Architacture




STATE OF GEORGIA DEPARTMENTOF TRANSPORTATION

NOTICE OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTANT QUALIFICATION
You are qualified fo provide Consuiting Services to the Department of Transportation for the
area-classes of work checked below. Notice of qualification is not 2 notice of selection.

NAME AND ADDRESS DISPOSITION DATE EXPIRATION DATE
CARDNO, INC. April 12, 2018 March 8, 2021
6649 PEACHTREE INDUSTRIAL BLVD., SUITE |,
PEACHTREE CORNERS, GA 30082
SIGNATURE
Al st
i. Transportation Planning 3. Highway Design Roadway {continued)
_ 101  State Wide Systems Planning - 308  Traffic Control System Analysis, Design and
_ 1.2  Urban Area and Regional Transportation Planning Implementalion
— 103  Aviation Systems Planning X 310  Utlity Coordination
- 10 Mass and Rapid Transpertation Planning ~ 411 Architecture
— 105  Alternale System and Corridor Location Planning - 312 Hydraulic and Hydrologica! Studles (Roadway)
— 106  Unknown — 313  Facllities for Bicycles and Pedestrians
_ 106a NEPADocumentation — 314  Historic Rehabilltation
X 1.06b History — 315  Highway Lighting
— 108c AlrStudies — 316  Value Enginesring
_ 1.08d Nolse Studies ~ 317  Design od Toll Facilities Infrastructure
X 1.06e Ecology 4, Highway Structures
X 1.06f Archasology —~ 4.01a Minor Bridges Design
— 1.08¢g Freshwater Aqualic Surveys — 4.01b Minor Bridges Design CONDITIONAL
— 402  Major Bridges Design
_ 1.08h Bat Surveys _ 403 Movable Span Bridges Design
X 107  Affitude, Opinion and Community Value Studies — 4.04  Hydraukic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges}
— 1.08  Aiport Master Planning _ 4.05 Bridge Inspection
- 1.08  Locallon Studles 5. Topography
- 110  Traffic Studles X 501 Land Surveying
— 1.11 Traffic and Tell Revenue Studies X 502 Engineering Surveying
- 112 Major Investmen! Studies X 503 Geodetic Surveying
1.93 __ Non-Motorized Transportation Planning ~ 5.04  Aerial Photography
2 Mass Transit Operations — 6.05  Asrial Photogrammetry
- 201  Mass Transit Program (Syslems) Management X 808  Topographlc Remote Sensing
— 202  Mass Transh Feasibifity and Technlcat Studies - 5.07 Cartography
- 203  Mass Transit Vehicle and Propulsion System X 608 Subsurface Utllity Engineering
2.04  Mass Transit Controts, Communicalions and 8. Soils, Foundation & Materials Testing
Information Systems X 601a  Soil Surveys
.. 205  Mass Transit Architectural Engineering X 8.01b Geological and Geophysical Studles
- 208  Mase Transk Unique Structures _ 8.02 Bridge Foundation Studles
-~ 2.07  Mass Transit Electrical and Mechanical Systems —~ 603  Hydraulk: and Hydroioical Studies {Solis and
~ 208  Mass Transit Operations Management and Support Foundation)
Sefvices — 6.04a Laboratory Materials Testing
-~ 2,08  Awviation — 6.04b Fleld Testing of Roadway Construction Materials
-~ 210  Mass Transit Program (Systems) Marketing X 6.05 Hazand Waste Site Assessment Studies
3. Highway Design Roadway B. Construction
- 301  Two-Lane of Multi-Lane Rural Generally Free X 8.01  Construction Supervision
Access Highway Design 9. Erosion and Sedimentation Control
— 302  Two-Lane or multi-Lane with Curb and Gutter -~ 901 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control and
Generally Free Access Highways Design Inciuding Comprehensive Monltordng Program
Storm Sewers . 802 Rainfall and Runoff Reporting
-~ 303  Two-Lane or Multi-Lane Widening and . 903 Field inspections for Compliance of Erosion and
Reconstruction, with Curb and Gutter and Storm Sedimentation Control Devices insiallations
Sewers in Heavily Developed Comimerclal Industrial
and Residentlal Urban Areas
- 3.04  Mutti-lane, Limited Access Expressway Type
Highway Design
— 305  Designof Urban Expressway and Inferstate
— 308 Traffic Operations Studles
- 3.07  Traffic Operations Design
- 308 Landscape Architecture




STATE OF GEORGIA DEPARTMENTOF TRANSPORTATION

NOTICE OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTANT QUALIFICATION
You are qualified to provide Consuling Services ta the Department of Transportation for the
area-tlasses of work checked below. Notice of quakification is not a notice of selection.

NAME AND ADDRESS DISPOSITION DATE EXPIRATION DATE
CONTOUR ENGINEERING, LLC June 8, 2017 April 11, 2020
1955 VAUGHN RD., SUITE 101,
KENNESAW, GA 20144-7808
SIGNATURE
Aical sl
1.  Transportation Planning 3.  Highway Design Roadwny {continued)
- 101  State Wide Systems Planning — 308 Traffic Control System Analysls, Design and
— 102  Urban Area and Reglonal Transportation Planning implementation
_ 103  Aviation Systems Planning _ 310  Utility Coordination
— 104  Mass and Rapid Traneportation Planning _ 411  Architecture
.. 108  Alemats System and Corridor Location Planning - 312  Hydraullc and Hydrological Studles (Roadway)
- 106  Unknown - 313  Facllitios for Bloyclee and Pedestrians
_ 1.06a NEPA Documentation - 314 Historic Rehebilitation
_ 1.06b History - 3145 Highway Lighting
_ 1.08c A Studies - 3148  Value Engineering
_ 1.08d Noise Studles _ 3.47  Design od Toll Fadillles Infrasiruciure
~ l.06a Ecology 4. Highway Structures
_ 1.06f Archasology - 40%a Minor Bridges Design
- 1.06g Freshwatsr Aquatic Surveys ~ 4.01b Minor Bidgea Design CONDITIONAL
— 402 Major Bridges Design
-~ 1.06h BetSurveys - 403 Movable Span Bridges Deslgn
— 1.07  Atitude, Opiniort and Community Value Studies - 404  Hydraulic and Hydrological Studlea {Bridges)
— 1.08  Alrport Master Planning - 405 Bridge Inspection
_ 1.08 Location Studies 5. Topography
- 110  Traffic Studles - 501 Lsnd Surveying
- 111 Traffic and Toll Revenue Studies _ 802 Engineering Surveying
— 112 Major Investment Studies — 5802  Geodefic Surveying
1.13  Non-Motorized Transporiation Planning -~ 504  Aerial Photography
2 Mass Tranalt Operations — 6806  Asrial Photogrammetry
- 201 Mass Tranelt Program {Systems) Management - 5068 Topographlc Remote Sensing
_ 202  Mass Transit Feaslbifty and Technical Studies _ 607 Ceriography
— 203  Mass Translt Vehicle and Propuision System . 608 Subsurfece Uttty Engiheeting
2.04  Mass Transt Gontrols, Gommunications and [ 6. Soils, Foundation & Materialy Testing
Information Systems X 601a Soll Survays
_ 205  Mass Translt Architectural Engineering X 601b  Geological and Geaphysical Studies
_ 208  Mass Translt Unique Structures X 602 Pridge Foundation Studles
- 207  Mass Transh Electrical and Mechanical Systems X 603 Hydraufic and Hydrological Studies (Solls and
_ 208  Mass Transh Operations Management and Support Foundation)
Services X ©6.04a Laboratory Materisls Testing
_ 208  Aviston X 604b Field Testing of Rosdwsy Construciion Materials
_ 210  Mass Transit Program (Systems) Marketing X 605 Hazard Waste Slte Assessment Studles
a, HTghm Design Roadway 8. Construction
- 301  Two-Lane or Mult-.ane Rursl Generally Free X 8.01 Construction Supervision
Access Highway Design 9.  Erosion and Sedimentation Gontrol
— 302 Two-Lene or multidane with Curh end Gutter - 901  Erocslon, Sedimentation, and Pollution Condrol and
Gearerally Free Access Highways Design Intiuding Comprshensive Monitoring Program
Storm Sewers X 002 Rainfall and Runoff Reporting
. 303 Two-Lane or Multi-Lane Widening and X B8.03 Fieid Inspections for Compliance of Erosion and
Reconstruction, with Curb and Gutter and Storm Sedimentetion Control Devices installations
Sewers In Hesvily Developed Commercial Industrial
and Resldentle! Urban Aress
- 304 Multilane, Limited Access Expressway Type
Highway Design
- 306  Design of Urban Exprassway and Interstate
- 308  Treffic Opetations Studies
- 387  Trac Operstions Design
. 308  Landspape Architeciure




STATE OF GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
NOTICE OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTANT QUALIFICATION
You are qualified to provide Consulting Services 10 the Department of Transportation for the
area-classes of work checked befow. Notice of qualification is not a nofice of selection.

NAME AND ADDRESS

Roswell, GA 30075

Ecological Solutions
630 Colonial Park Drive, Sulte 200

ISSUE DATE

2111116 2/28/19

SIGNATURE

el

|

Tl S e ]

1.M

1.02
1.03
1.04
1.05
1.06
1.06a
1.06b
1.06¢
1.06d
1.06e
1.08f
1.06g
1.06h
1.07
1.08
1.08
1.10
1.11
1.12
113

1. Transporation Planning

State Wide Systems Planning

Urban Area and Regional Transporstation
Planning

Aviation Systems Planning

Mass and Rapld Transpartation Plznning
Altemale System and Corridor Location Planning
Unknown

NEPA Documeniation

History

Alr Studies

Noige Studies

Ecology

Archagology

Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

Bat Surveys

Aftitude, Opinion and Community Value Studies
Airport Master Planning

Location Studles

Traffic Studies

Traffic and Toll Revenue Studies

Major Investment Studies

Non-Motorized Transportation Planning

3. Highway Design Roadway (Continuad)

Traffic Control Systems Analysis, Deslgn and

2.01
2.02
2.03

2.04
2.05
2.06
2.07

2.08
2.09
2.10

2. Mass Translt Operations

Mass Transit Program (Systems) Management
Mass Transit Feasibility and Technical Studles
Mass Transit Vehicle and Propulsion System

Mass Transit Controls, Communications and
Information Systems

Mass Transit Architectural Engineering

Mass Transit Unigue Struclures

Mass Transk Electrical and Mechanical Systems
Mass Transit Qperations Management and
Support Services

Aviation

Mass Transit Program (Sysfems) Marketing

_ 309 Implementation

310 Utiity Coordination

___ 311 Architecture

312 Hydraulic and Hydrological Swdies (Roadway)
__ 313 Facilities for Bicycles and Pedestrians
____ 314 Historic Rehabititation

___ 348 Highway Lighting

__ 316 Valus Engineering

34T Design of Toll Facilities Infrastructure
4. Highway Structures

____ 401 Minor Bridges Design

____ 402 Msajor Bridges Design

____ 403 Movabla Span Bridges Design

. 404 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
____ 405 Bridge Inspection

§. Topography

____ 501 Land Surveying

__ 502 Engineering Surveying

__ 503 Geodetic Surveying

__ 504 Aerial Photography

___ 5805 Aeral Photogrammetry

___ 5.06 Topographic Remote Sensing

___ 507 Cartography

___ 508 Subsurface Utility Engineering

|

NERN

3.01

3.02

.03

3.04
3.05
3.06
3.07
3.08

3. Highway Daslgn Roadway

Two-Lane or Muiti-Lane Rural Generally Free
Aceess Highway Design

Two-Lane or Multi-Lane with Curb and Gutter
Generally Free Access Highways Design
Including Storm Sewers

Two-L.ane or Multi-Lane Widening and
Reconstruction, with Curb and Gutter and Storm
Sewers in Heavily Developed Commercial,
Industrial and Residential Urban Areas
Multi-Lane, Limited Access Expressway Type
Highway Design

Design of Urban Expressway and Interstate
Traffic Operations Studies

Traffic Operations Design

Landscape Architecture

6. Scils, Foundation & Materiais Teating

6.01a Sofl Surveys

6.0tb Geological and Geophysical Studies
6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

Hydraulic and Hydrofogical Studies (Soils and

6.03
6.04a
6.04h
6.05

Foundation)
Laboratory Materials Testing

Hazard Waste Site Assessment Studies

]

8. Construction
8.01  Construction Supervision

9. Eroslon and Sedimentation Controf

Erosion, Sedimantation, and Pallution Contro! and

801 Comprehensive Monitoring Program
8.02 Rainfall and Runoff Reporting

Field Inspections for Compliance of Ercsion and
9.03 Sedimentation Control Devices Installations

DATE OF EXPIRATION

Field Testing of Roadway Construction Materials




STATE OF GEORGIA DEPARTMENTOF TRANSPORTATION
NOTICE OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTANT QUALIFICATION
You are quallfled to provide Consuiting Services to the Department of Transperiation for the
aren-classes of work checked below. Notice of qualification Is not a nofice of safsction.

NAME AND ADDRESS DISPOSITION DATE
KENNEDY ENGINEERING & ASSOCIATES GROUP, LLC July 28, 2018
6300 POWERS FERRY RD., N.W., #600-341,
ATLANTA, GA 30336-2818

SIGNATURE

Alcsl e tl

EXPIRATION DATE
Juty 17, 2021

1. Tratisportation Planning

3. Highway Deslgn Roadway (continued)

— 1.0t Stale Wide Systems Flanning _ 308 Traffic Conirol System Analysis, Design and
— 102  Urban Area and Reglonal Transportation Planning Impiementation
~ 103  Aviation Systems Planning _ 810  Utility Coordination
X 1.04 Mass and Rapid Transportation Planning . 311 Architecture
X 1.05 Altemnsle Systemn and Gorridor Location Planning ~ 342  Hydraullc and Hydrologicsl Studies (Roadway)
- 108  Unlnown X 313  Faciliies for Bicycles and Pedestrians
X 108a NEPA Documentation .. 314  Historic Rehabilitation
_ 1.08Bb History - 315  Highway Lighting
X 1.08c AlrStudles -~ 3.6  Value Engineering
X 1.06d Noige Studles _ 3.7  Design od Toll Faclities [nfrastructure
X 1.06e FEcology 4, Highway Structures
_ 1.06f  Archaeclogy .. 4.01a Minor Bridges Dasign
_ 1.08g Freshwater Aquatic Surveys _ 4.01b Miner Briiges Design CONDITIONAL
- 402  Major Bridges Design
- 1.06h Bal Surveys — 4.03  Movable Span Bridges Design
X 1.07  Aftitude, Opinion and Communiy Value Studies - 404  Hydreulic and Hydrologlcal Studies (Bridges)
— 1.08  Amport Master Planning _ 405 Bridge Inspection
X 103  Location Studles 5. Topography
- 1.0 Traffic Studies _ 501 Llend Surveying
- 111 Traffic and Toll Revenue Studies _ b5.02 Englneering Surveying
- 112 Major Investment Studies _ 503 Geodetic Surveying
X 113 Non-Motorized Transportation Plenning — 5.04  Aerat Pholography
2 Mass Transit Operations — 505  Aerial Photogrammetry
- 2m Mass Transit Program (Systems) Managemen - 506 Topographic Remote Sensing
_ 202  Waess Transit Feaslbllty and Technical Studies - 507 Cartography
. 203  Mass Trensit Vehicle and Propulsion System = 5.08  Subsurface Utllity Enginearing
204  Maee Transit Gontrols, Communications and 6. Solls, Foundation & Materlals Testing
Information Systams _ 6012 Soll Sureeys
_ 205  Mass Transit Architectural Engineering — B6.01b Geological and Geophysical Studies
_ 208  Mass Transit Unique Sfructures .. 6.02  Bridge Foundaticr Studies
. 207  Mass Transl Elechiical and Mechanical Systems .. 603 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Solls and
« 208  Mass Translit Operations Management and Supporl Foundation)
Services _ ©.04a Laboratory Materials Testing
-~ 209  Aviafion — §.0db Field Testing of Roadway Construction Materials
_ 210  Mass Transit Program (Systems) Marketing X 6.05 Hazard Waste She Assessment Studies
3.  Highway Design Roadway 8. Construction
X 3901  Two-Lane or Muiti-Lane Rural Generally Free X 8.01 Construction Supervision
Access Highway Design 9. FEroslon and Sedimentation Control
X 302 Twolane or mull-Lane with Curb and Gutfer X 901 Eroslon, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control and
Generally Free Access Highweys Design Including Comprehensive Monitoring Program
Storm Sewers _ 9202 Rainfall and Runoff Reporting
- 303 Two-Lane or Multi-Lane Widening and X 9.03  Field Inspections for Compliance of Erosion and
Retonstruction, with Curb and Gutter and Storm Sedimentation Control Devices Installations
Sewers in Heavily Developed Commercial indugtrial
&nd Residential Urban Areas
_ 3.0¢  Mull-Lane, Limited Access Expressway Type
Highway Deslgn
= 3.C5  Design of Urban Expressway and Interstate
_ 3.08 Traffic Operations Studics
— 307  Traffic Operations Dsaign
3.08  Landscape Architecture !




STATE OF GEORGIA DEPARTMENTOF TRANSPORTATION

NOTICE OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTANT GUALIFICATION
You are qualified to provide Consuliing Services to the Department of Transpartation for the
areg-clesses of work checked below. Notice of qualification s not a notice of selection.

NAME AND ADDRESS DISPOSITION DATE EXPIRATION DATE
NEW SOUTH ASSOCIATES, INC. June 14, 2017 June 7, 2020
6150 EAST PONCE DE LEON AVE.,
STONE MOUNTAIN, GA 30083-2253
" SIGNATURE
Al br 2l
1. Transportstion Planning 3. Highway Design Raadway (continued)
- 1.0t State Wide Systams Planning ~ 309  Traffic Control System Analysls, Design and
-~ 102  Urban Area and Regicnal Trensportation Planning Implamentation
- 103  Aviation Systems Planning — 340  Utiky Coordination
-~ 104  Mass and Rapid Transportation Plenning — 311  Architacture
— 105  Altemnate System and Corridor Location Planning - 312 Hydraulic and Hydreiogical Studles (Roedway)
— 1068  Unknown _ 3.3  Faciiities for Bicycles and Pedestrisng
— 1.06a NEPA Documentation -~ 314 Historic Rehabiftation
X 106b History _ 315  Highway Lighting
_ 106c AirStudles - 318  Value Engineering
- 1.08d Noise Studies - 3.17  Dasign od Toll Facllities Infrastructura
— 1.08e¢ Ecology 4, Highway Structures
X 1.068f Archaeology — 4.01a Minor Bridges Design
- 106g Freshwater Aquatic Surveys . 401k Minor Bridges Design CONDITIONAL
— 402  Major Bridges Design
— 1.068h Bat Surveys -~ 403  Movable Span Bridges Deslgn
-~ 107  Aftifude, Opinlon and Commurity Value Studies - 4.04  Hydraulic and Hydrologica! Studles (Bridges)
- 1.08  Alrport Master Planning . 4.05 Bridge Inspection
- 1.02  Location Studies 5. Topography
- 110 Trafflc Studies - 501 Land Surveying
— 141 Traffic and Toll Revenue Studies - 502 Engineering Surveying
~ 112 Masjor Investment Studies - 503 Geodetlc Surveying
113 Non-Matorized Transportation Planning — 5.04  Aefial Pholography
2, Mass Tranait Operations — 505  Aarsl Photagrammetry
_ 20 Mass Translt Program (Systems) Management — 506  Topagraphic Remote Sensing
- 202 Mass Translt Fesslbllity and Technical Studies ~ 607 Certography
— 2,08  MassTransit Vehicle and Proptislon System = 508  Subsurface Utiity Engineering
2,04  Mass Translt Controls, Communlcations and 6. Solls, Foundation & Materials Testing
Information Syatems _ 601a Soll Surveys
— 205  Mass Transit Archiisctural Engineering — 6.01b Geologlcel and Geophyslcsl Studles
— 206  Mass Transit Unlque Structures — 602  Bridge Foundstion Sfudles
- 207  Mase Transi Electrical and Machenical Systems ~ B03  Hydraullc and Hydrologlcal Studles (Solls and
_ 208  Masa Tranelt Operations Management and Support Foundation)
Sorvices _ 804a Laboratory Materials Testing
. 208  Aviation _ 604b Flold Testing of Roadway Conetruction Materials
— 210 Mass Transil Progrem (Systems) Marketing - 606 Hazard Waste Site Assazament Studies
3.  Highway Design Roacway 8. Construction
~ 301  Twolane or Multi-Lane Rural Generally Free - 801  Construction Supsrvision
Accogs Highway Deslgn 2. Ervslon and Sedimentstion Control
_ 302  Twe-Lane or mulii-Lane with Gurb end Guiter - 901  Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Coniral and
Generslly Free Access Highways Design Including Cemprahensive Monltering Program
Storm Sswere — 902 Rainfall and Runoff Reporting
— 303 Two-lane or Multi-Lane Widening and — 903 Fiald Inspections for Compliance of Eroslon and
Recansiruglion, with Cutt and Gutter and Storm Siedimentation Control Devicas Installations
Sewars In Heavily Developed Commerclal Industrial
and Resldential Urban Areas
- 304  Mulii-Lang, Limtied Access Expressway Type
H'ghway Design
. 305  Design of Urban Expressway and Interatats
= 308  Traffic Operations Studies
- 307 Traffic Operations Design
.. 308 |endscape Archiecture



STATE OF GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
NOTICE OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTANT QUALIFICATION
You are qualified to provide Consulting Services to the Department of Transportation for the
area-classes of work checked below. Notice of qualification |s not & notice of selaction.

NAME AND ADDRESS ISSUE PATE DATE OF EXPIRATION
Southaastern Engineering, Inc. 121618 1231118
2470 Sandy Plains Road

Marietta, GA 30066

SIGNATURE

Ny Y —

1. Transporation Planning
1.01  Stale Wide Systems Planning

Urban Ares and Regional Transportation
1.02  Planning

1.03  Aviation Systerns Planning

1.04  Mass and Rapid Transporiation Planning

1.05 Afternate System and Comidor Location Planning
1.08  Unknown

1.06a NEPA Documentation

1.06b History

1.06c Alr Studies

1.06d Noise Stdies

1.08e Ecology

1.06f Archaevlogy

1.06g Frashwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07  Affitude, Opinion and Community Value Studies
108 Aiport Master Planning

1.08  Location Studies

110  Traffic Studies

1.11  Traffic and Toll Revenue Studies

1.12  Major Invesiment Studies

1.13 Non-Motorized Transportation Planning

PEBETT T b EL B LT

|

3. Highway Deslgn Roadway (Continued)
Traffic Control Systems Analysls, Design and

_X 309 Implementation
X 310 Utility Coordination
311 Achitecture
_X_ 312 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Roadway)
_X 313 Facilities for Bicycles and Pedestrians
___ 314 Historic Rehabilitation
_ _ 315 Highway Lighting
___ 318 Vake Engingering
___ 317 Design of Toll Faciliies Infrastructure
4. Highway Structures

401  Minor Bridges Design

402 Major Bridges Design

403 Movable Span Bridges Design

404  Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
405 Bridge Inspection

[T

2. Mass Transit Operations

2.01  Mass Transit Program (Systems) Management
2.02  Mass Transif Feesibllity ant Technical Studies
2.03  Mass Transit Vehicle and Propulsion System

Mass Transit Controls, Communications and
204 Information Systems

2.05 Mass Transit Architectura! Engineering

206 Mass Transit Unique Structures

2.07 Mass Transit Electrical and Mechanical Systems
Mass Transit Operations Management and

208 Support Services

2.08  Aviation

210  Mass Transit Program (Systems) Marketing

5. Topography
501 Land Surveying
5§02 Engineering Survaying
503 Geodetic Surveying

6.04  Aerial Photography

505 Aenal Photogrammetry

506 Topographic Remote Sensing
507 Cartography

5.08 Subsurface Utifity Engineering

I el

3. Highway Deslgn Roadway
Two-Lane or Multi-Lane Rural Generally Free

X 8.01 Access Highway Design
Two-Lane or Multi-Lane with Curb and Guiter
Generally Free Access Highways Design
_X 302 Including Storm Sewers
Two-Lane or Multi-Lane Widening and
Reconstruction, with Curb and Gutter and Storm
Sewers in Heavily Developed Commercial,
303 Indusida and Residential Urban Areas
Muilti-Lane, Limited Access Expressway Type
____ 304 Highway Design
305  Design of Urban Expressway and Interstate
_X 306 Traflic Cperations Studies
_X 307 Traffic Operations Design
_X 308 Landscape Architecture

6. Solls, Foundation & Materials Testing

6.01a Soil Surveys

6.01b Geological and Geophysical Studies
6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Soils and
68.03 Foundation)

6.04a Laboratory Materials Testing
6.04b Field Testing of Roadway Construclion Malerials
€.06 Hazard Waste Site Asseasment Studies

LT b L]

8. Construction
X 8.01 Construction Supenvision

9. Eroslon and Sedimentation Control
Erosion, Sedimentation, and Poliution Control and
X 9.01 Comprehensive Monitoring Program
9.02 Rainfall and Runoff Reporting

Field Inspections for Compliance of Erosion and
8.03 Sedimentation Control Devices Installations

|




STATE OF GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
NOTICE OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTANT QUALIFICATION
You are qualified o provide Consulting Sendces to the Department of Transportation for the
area-classes of work checked below. Notice of quealification Is nol a notics of selection.

NAME AND ADDRESS
Temacoen Consuttants, Inc.
2201 Rowland Avenue

Savannah, GA 31404

ISSUE DATE
TH4MB

SIGNATURE

DATE OF EXPIRATION
513118

DT T TTE Iebeepepele] 1]

101

1.02
1.03
1.04
1.05
1.06
1.06a
1.06b
1.06¢c
1.08d
1.082
1.06f
1.06g
1.08h
1.07
1.08
1.08
1.10
1.1
142
113

1. Transporation Planning

Stele Wide Systems Planning

Urben Area and Reglonal Transporiation
Planning

Aviation Systems Planning

Mass and Rapid Transportation Planning
Altsmate Sysiem and Corridor Location Planning
Unknown

NEPA Documentation

History

Alr Studies

Noiss Studies

Ecology

Archasology

Freshwatar Aquatic Surveys

Bat Survays

Affitude, Opinion and Community Value Studies
Alrport Master Planning

Location Studies

Traffic Studles

Traffic and Toll Revenue Studies

Major Investment Studies

Non-Motorized Traneportation Platining

3, Highway Design Roadway (Continued)

3.09
3.10
3141
.12
313
3.14
3.15
3.18
317

NERRRRED

Traffic Control Systems Analysis, Design and
Implementation
Utillty Coordination

Archiiacture

Hydraulic ahd Hydrotogical Studfes (Roadway)
Facililes for Bicycles and Pedestrians

Historic Rehabilitation

Highway Lighting

Value Engineering

Deszign of Tolt Faciliies Infrastructurs

4. Highway Structures

4.01a
4.01b
402
4.03
4.04
4.05

Minor Bridges Design

Minor Bridge Design CONDITIONAL

Major Briggges Design

Complex Bridge

Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
Bridge Inspection

1T

201
2.02
203

2.04
205
2.06
207

2.08
200
2.10

2. Mass Traneit Operailons

Mass Transit Program {Systems) Management
Mass Transit Feasibility and Technical Studies
Mess Transit Vehicle and Propuision System

Mass Transit Controls, Communications and
Information Systems

Mase Transh Architectural Engfneering
Mass Transit Unique Structures
Mass Transit Elecirical and Mechanical Systemns

Mass Trans!f Operations Management and
Support Servicas

Aviation
Mass Transit Program (Systems) Marketing

b. Topography

5.08
5.07
5.08

Land Surveying

Engineering Surveylng
Geodelic Surveying

Asrial Photography

Aerlal Photogrammetry
Topographic Remote Sensing
Cartography

Subsurface Utility Engineering

LT

3.01

3.02

a0

3.04
.05
2.06
3.07
3.08

3. Highway Design Roadway

Twe-Lane or Mulf-L ane Rural Generally Free
Access Highway Design
Tero-Lane or Multi-Lane with Curb and Gutter
Generally Free Accsgs Highways Design
Including Storm Sewers

Two-.ane of MultiH_ane Widening and
Reconstruction, with Curb and Gutter and Storm
Sewers in Heavily Developed Commarcial,
Industrial and Resigential Urban Areas
Multi-Lane, Limiled Access Expresswey Type
Highway Design

Design of Urban Expressway and Interstate
Traffic Oparations Studies
Traffic Cparations Design

Landscape Architecture

el I LTI

. Sofls, Foundation & Watertals Testing

6.01a
8.01b
6.02

6.03
6.04a
6.04b
5.05

inlllls

Sclil Surveys
Geologlcal and Gesphyelcal Sfudies
Bridge Foundation Studles

Hydraullc and Hydrolegical Studies (Solls and
Foundetion}

Laboratory Maferials Testing
Field Testing of Roadway Construction Materials
Hazard Waste St Assessment Studies

8. Construction

A 8N

Construction Supervision

9. Eroslon and Sedimentation Control

X 001
X 802
X 003

Erosion, Sedimentation, and Polluticn Control and
Comprehensivo Monitoring Program
Rainfall and Runoff Reporting

Fleld Inspections for Compliancs of Eroslon and
Sedimentation Control Devices nstelations




